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ampaign claim that Russia 
ked the election to aid Trump — a 
claim backed up by some members of the 
intelligence community — isn’t supported 


by any evidence. (February 20, 2017, 48pp) 
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Norway, swedet > an a 
supposedly created an ae pa 

instituting a big social-welfare government 
with high taxes. But that socialism does 

not work as well as many people think, and 
culture, not government, is the strength of 
Scandinavian society. (August 22, 2016, 48pp) 
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The Rise of the Robots Barack Obama’s Legacy ObamaCare on the Brink 

Historically, new technology has made life easier Since Barack Obama has no plans to ride off ObamaCare is imploding: Its costs are 
and jobs more plentiful, but with the tremendous into the political sunset — rather he plans skyrocketing, and Americans are failing 
advances in artificial intelligence and robots, to continue what he started as president — to sign up. But is its demise inevitable 
that may no longer hold true. (November 7, 2016, it pays to remember his goals. (March 6, and is better healthcare upcoming? 
48pp) TNA161107 2017, 48pp) TNA170306 (November 21, 2016, 48pp) TNA161121 
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To the Victor Go the Myths & Monuments: 

The History of the First 100 Years of the War Against God and the Constitution, 1776-1876, and Its Modern Impact 
By Arthur R. Thompson, CEO, The John Birch Society 
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Transforming the Way We Look at American History 


To the Victor Go the Myths & Monuments details a deliberate, organized 
opposition working to subvert the American Republic. Its American 
history that all Americans need to learn so they can understand the 
proper role of government and their role in the American system. 


Knowing American history is essential to understanding the American 
system of government and the role citizens are to play. When that 
education is undermined and replaced with the opposite of our 
Founders’ intent, the ramifications for protecting God-given liberty for 
current and future generations are great. 


Based on 45-plus years of research, this groundbre: | book reveals history as you’ve never seen it before. 


Purchase copies for yourself and influential S and opinion molders in your community. 


QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE 
Sho p| JBS.org 2 Mail completed form to: ORL 3G] 


ShopJBS * P.O. BOX 8040 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org ee a cael 


Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 


Name 
Address 
SUBTOTAL —wisesnewrsano suerucnmmine = TOTAL ity state Zip 


Q) Check O VISA Q) Discover | a 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 00000002000 co00 


Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order (©) MasterCard QO American Express VISAAAC/Discover American Express 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 Three Digit V-Code Four Digit V-Code 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
$150.00+ call call Signatu te 470306 


PeeeEUh LUGE 


Vol. 33, No. 5 March 6, 2017 


POLITICS 

Barack Obama’s Legacy 

by Charles Scaliger — With Obama promising Democrats that he 
is not leaving Washington, but will fight to retain his legislation and 
legacy, it pays to know what that consists of. 


TERRORISM 
The “Muslim Ban” That Wasn’t 


by William F Jasper — President Trump has been accused of 
instituting an unprecedented unconstitutional ban on Muslim 
immigrants that was so flagrant that it was immediately overturned. 
So wrong. 


EDUCATION 


Shutting Down the U.S. Education Department 
by Alex Newman — The U.S. Department of Education has made 
education worse, not better. A bill has been introduced in Congress 
to shut it down, but there’s a slim chance it will disappear. 


What Can Americans Expect 

From Trump’s Education Department? 

by Alex Newman — At the moment President Trump’s plans having 
to do with education are unclear, though he has seemed definite in 
the past. Here’s what we know so far. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Is the U.S. Intelligence Community Believable? 
by Steve Byas — Can we trust the U.S. intelligence community when 
they say that Russia “hacked the election” to help Trump? Consider a 
past intelligence failure: Iraq’s alleged WMDs. 
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Global Effort Launched to 
“Repeal and Replace” UN 


by Alex Newman 
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How TV Twisted Culture 


With the untimely passing of Mary Tyler 
Moore, it should be remembered how TV 
(in its earliest years) transformed Ameri- 
can morality. The Mary Tyler Moore 
Show, along with other programs in the 
same era (All in the Family and MASH, 
for example), had a huge impact. 

All in the Family was a frequently funny 
and well-written program, but it portrayed 
“conservatives” or Americanists as buf- 
foons, and liberals as compassionate and in- 
telligent. MASH portrayed standard military 
officers as hard-headed and obnoxious, and 
anti-communists as hysterical extremists. 

Mary Tyler Moore pushed the en- 
velope at a time when women were not 
ashamed to be chaste before marriage, 
and when abortions were considered mor- 
ally reprehensible. Venereal disease, out- 
of-wedlock pregnancies, and “swinging” 
were not socially acceptable. The writers 
of her program worked into the plot of a 
show where she stayed out overnight on 
a date that Mary, a single woman holding 
a highly responsible job, was on the pill. 
A scandal erupted after the episode aired. 

Yes, Mary Tyler Moore was a TV 
icon. But one of the reasons she was so 
highly promoted by the mass media may 
have had to do with the moral dynamics 
of the early 1960s, when TV’s promo- 
tion of lenient sexual standards led in- 
exorably to the decadent lifestyle of the 
1970s, and beyond. The 1970s ushered 
in a wave of illegitimate births, abor- 
tions, and the abandonment of families 
by “boyfriends.” 

Illegitimate births have now become 
common, along with the term “baby daddy.” 

The Mary Tyler Moore Show and others 
initiated our descent into a society where 
being a “good girl” (a virgin) prior to mar- 
riage was out. Now the phrase “friends with 
benefits” indicates that extramarital sex is 
currently socially acceptable. The show 
helped transcend what had previously been 
high moral standards, and we have been 
paying the price of that for generations. 

DaAvID HAMMER 
Sent via e-mail 


Trump Intrigue 


If you like the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions (CFR), the Order of Skull & Bones, 
the Bilderberg Group, and those infamous 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


Rothschilds, you’re going to love the 
Trump administration. 

Both Robert E. Lighthizer (for U.S. trade 
representative) and Elaine L. Chao (trans- 
portation secretary) are members of the 
CFR. Rex Tillerson (secretary of state) is not 
a CFR member, but his Exxon Mobil Cor- 
poration is a CFR Corporate Member. But 
wait, there’s more. Steven T. Mnuchin (trea- 
sury secretary) is a member of the Order of 
Skull & Bones, and Wilbur Ross (for secre- 
tary of commerce) is a former senior man- 
aging director of Rothschild Inc. 

Now that’s quite a list so far, but it just 
wouldn’t be complete without throwing in 
a couple of Bilderbergers. Both Rick Perry 
(for energy secretary) and James Mat- 
tis (secretary of defense) have attended 
Bilderberg meetings, presumably to dis- 
cuss how best to continue ushering in the 
new world order. 

JOHN J. TOBAK 
Bernardsville, New Jersey 


Quit Breaking 
Stuff and Trust Trump 


Ladies and gentlemen, students and par- 
ents, police and militia members, the 
Constitutions of the United States and 
of Maine are wonderful documents fully 
guaranteeing you and yours certain rights, 
while being the chains that bind govern- 
ment from infringing on your rights. 

But your First Amendment right to free- 
dom of speech does not include harming 
people, destruction of property, blocking 
streets, or in any other way interfering with 
the individual or property rights of others. 

I know you were never taught that in 
school, but that’s no excuse. 

We have a new president who, unlike his 
four most recent predecessors, will enforce 
the Constitution. He is not one to turn a 
blind eye or, as Obama has done, give an 
encouraging wink. President Donald John 
Trump has sworn to enforce the law and 
he will. 

Rev. BoB CELESTE 
Harrison, Maine 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDE TRACK 
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Greece Needs Another Bailout; Disagreement Threatens EU Itself 


=— , 


The report on Greece’s financial condition issued by the Interna- 
tional Monetary Fund (IMF) on February 6 was dismal, but, said 
the central bank, its future remains bright. The EU member will 
fall far short of the budget-surplus targets put in place in order to 
get the last bailout. The Greek economy must grow at 3.1 percent, 
but it expanded by only 0.4 percent last year. 

Germany and the IMF would partner in any new loan grant- 
ed to Greece (in addition to the $92 billion it’s already receiv- 
ing from other EU countries), and German Chancellor Angela 
Merkel is up for reelection in March. She is under pressure from 


citizens already unhappy about the bad debt Germany has had to 
write off for Greece, and, worse, an increasing populist resent- 
ment that Germany is helping Greece out of its own self-inflicted 
financial difficulties. 

This comes at a critical moment in the history of the EU. 
Aside from the challenge Merkel is facing from disaffected 
citizens over continued bailouts of a country considered to 
be weak, corrupt, and politically unable to manage its affairs 
properly, the pall of Brexit hangs over the agglomeration. Plus, 
the United States is a major funder of the IMF, and fears that 
President Donald Trump may pull the plug on that funding are 
increasing. In October 2012, Trump tweeted: “Greece should 
get out of the euro & go back to their own currency — they 
are just wasting time.” Now that Trump is president, Greece 
and its bailors are wasting not only time but American taxpayer 
monies as well. 

By July, if not earlier, Americans will know whether Greece 
gets another bailout, or defaults again. They will also have a much 
clearer picture of the future of the European Union itself. It’s pos- 
sible, and perhaps even likely, that the tiny country of Greece 
(population 11 million) could be the final straw that breaks the 
back of the European Union (population 540 million) and ac- 
celerates its unwinding. 


Elites Prep for Trumpocalypse 


In the 48 hours following the surprise election of underdog 
Donald Trump last November, New Zealand websites saw a 
2,500-percent increase in traffic. A spokesman for the world’s 
tiber-wealthy, Robert Johnson, president of the Institute for 
New Economic Thinking, told attendees at the World Economic 
Forum in Davos, Switzerland, that “hedge-fund managers all 
over the world ... are buying airstrips and farms in places like 
New Zealand because they think they need a getaway.” 

Antonio Garcia Martinez, author of the controversial book 
Chaos Monkeys about the dark side of Silicon Valley, bought five 
wooded acres on an island in the Pacific Northwest and brought 
in generators, solar panels, and thousands of rounds of ammuni- 
tion, claiming, “You just need so many things to actually ride out 
the apocalypse.” He added: “I think people who are particularly 
attuned to the levers by which society actually works understand 
that we are skating on really thin cultural ice right now.” 

When asked about his prepping plans, Tim Chang, the manag- 
ing director of venture capital firm Mayfield Fund, responded 
openly: “There’s a bunch of us in [Silicon] Valley. We meet up 
and have these financial-hacking dinners and talk about backup 
plans people are doing. It runs the gamut from ... stocking up 
on Bitcoin ... to figuring out how to get second passports ... 
to having vacation homes in other countries. [’ll be candid: I’m 
stockpiling ... real estate to generate passive income but also to 
have havens to go to.” 

For those members of the ruling class seeking more protec- 
tion closer to home, there’s the Survival Condo Project started in 


2008 by Larry Hall. He bought an empty Atlas missile silo near 
Wichita, Kansas, for $300,000, refurbished it for another $10 mil- 
lion, and sold out the project shortly after it came on the market. 

How much better would it be for those whose purchasing 
power seems to have exceeded their common sense to invest 
in programs and strategies designed to restore civilization to its 
former foundations? That way they wouldn’t need to worry their 
hearts about how to avoid a coming collapse. 
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EU Seeks Cash Limits in Push for Orwellian “Cashless Society” 


The European Union is pursuing a plan to impose limits on cash 
transactions as the next phase in the war on cash. The goal, ac- 
cording to the unelected EU bureaucrats behind the plot, is to 
fight “anonymity” in economic transactions, i.e., give authorities 
the power to monitor every exchange. 

In its “Inception Impact Assessment” report on the scheme 
published January 23, the EU Commission, essentially the un- 
elected legislative and executive branch of the EU super-state, 
justified the plot to end privacy, primarily, under the guise of 
fighting “terrorism.” 

Under the proposed EU scheme, limits would be placed on 
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cash transactions across the bloc, effectively banning any anony- 
mous exchanges over a specified value. “Cash has the important 
feature of offering anonymity to transactions.... Preventing the 
anonymity linked to cash payments is the main driver,” the au- 
thors note. The document admits that, because the objective is to 
“prevent the anonymity that cash payments allow,” the scheme 
“might be viewed as an infringement of the right to privacy.” 

The proposal explains that there are several options to end 
economic privacy. One way is “by restricting cash payments 
through an EU legislative instrument, and thereby forcing pay- 
ments through means that are not anonymous (bank transfers, 
checks, etc.).” Another would be to force cash users to declare 
their transactions to a “competent authority.” Finally, the docu- 
ment mentions the possibility of “abolishing altogether the use 
of cash.” Several “justifications” for the scheme are presented, 
including the creation of an “even playing field” across Europe’s 
“internal market,” busting criminals, increasing government rev- 
enue, helping spy on citizens, and more. 

Rather than tolerating the latest globalist assault on privacy, 
dignity, and freedom, humanity should go on offense. That means 
demanding an end to central banking, debt-based fiat currency, 
government-sponsored fractional-reserve banking, and other 
schemes to fleece the public for the benefit of the establishment. 


Americans, Europeans Agree: Trump Is Right on Immigration 


A poll by the Royal Institute of International Affairs (RITA, also 
known as Chatham House), the British sister organization to 
our Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), taken a month before 
President Donald Trump issued his temporary suspension on 
refugees, showed widespread and increasing support among Eu- 
ropeans for his actions. Across all 10 of the European countries 
polled, 55 percent of those polled agreed that all further im- 
migration from “mainly Muslim” countries should be stopped, 
while only 20 percent disagreed. In no country did those dis- 
agreeing exceed 32 percent. 

The results, published February 7, were “striking and sober- 
ing,” according to Matthew Goodwin, writing for the RITA. 
Trump’s ban “has been interpreted widely as an attempt to curtail 
the inward migration of Muslims, which Trump and his support- 
ers argue pose a threat to national security.” Those supporters 
include “leaders of Europe’s populist right-wing parties, includ- 
ing Geert Wilders, Nigel Farage and Matteo Salvini [who] have 
heaped praise on Trump.” The results of the poll “suggest that 
public opposition to any further migration from predominantly 
Muslim states is by no means confined to Trump’s electorate in 
the US but is fairly widespread [across Europe].” 

The internationalists thought they had “fixed” things back 
in September when the United Nations hosted the Summit 
for Refugees and Migrants, which resulted in the “New York 
Declaration.” According to the UN, the refugee issue was an 
opportunity to push for more globalist intervention, “with the 
aim of bringing countries together behind a more humane and 


coordinated approach.” The New York Declaration constituted 
a “minor miracle,” claimed the UN High Commissioner, repre- 
senting “a revival of multilateralism as an antidote to isolation- 
ism” and “a truly remarkable achievement in today’s complex 
and retrogressive climate.” 

The polls are showing a much different attitude toward the 
international planners’ proposed mandates. Dr. Jeff Crisp, writing 
for Chatham House, commented on the unhappy change reflected 
by the polls: “It therefore seems inconceivable that an expansion 
in global resettlement numbers — a key objective of the New 
York Declaration — will be attained.” 
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EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


Investigation Exposes UN Agents Inciting Terrorism, 


he United Nations Re- [| : 
| lief and Works Agency ~ ts fa 
(UNRWA) is under fire - be 
yet again over employees who 
publicly promote terrorism, 
praise National Socialist mass- 
murderer Adolf Hitler, support 
violent jihad, and foment hatred 
of Jews. The latest accusations, 
documented in a 130-page report 
published February 2 and provid- 
ed to U.S. lawmakers, come from 
an investigation by the non-profit 
watchdog group UN Watch. Doz- 
ens of UN agents and employees 
were implicated, including many 
with access to children. 

The explosive new revelations 
were laid out at a U.S. congres- 
sional subcommittee hearing 
dealing with the UN, Israel, and 
Arabs. The investigative report, 
entitled “Poisoning Palestinian Children: A Report on UNRWA 
Teachers’ Incitement to Jihadist Terrorism & Antisemitism,” ex- 
poses some 40 instances of UN officials and employees — some 
of whom are in the classroom teaching vulnerable children — 
spreading hatred, promoting terror, and more. 

According to a statement released by UN Watch, the investiga- 
tion found more than 40 Facebook pages operated by UN school- 
teachers, principals, and other employees that incite terrorism and 
anti-Semitism. The document shows, among other examples, UN 
officials celebrating terrorist kidnappings of Jewish children; cheer- 
ing rockets fired at Israeli civilians; erasing Israel from maps; and 
even praising Nazi dictator Adolf Hitler for his role in killing Jews. 

The watchdog group presented its findings to U.S. lawmak- 
ers on February 2, and also sent letters about the scandal to UN 
Secretary-General Anténio Guterres, U.S. Secretary of State Rex 
Tillerson, and U.S. Ambassador to the UN Nikki Haley. The let- 
ter called on the officials “to take action and demand UN and 
UNRWA condemnation of the incitement, and the immediate 
termination of the implicated employees.” 

The organization in question, known as the UN Relief and 
Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East, or 
UNRWA for short, has received billions of U.S. tax dollars, mak- 
ing up about a third of its budget. It also receives hundreds of 
millions of tax dollars annually from the European Union, the 
United Kingdom, and Canada. The UN officials and employees 
implicated in the investigation “serve” all across the UNRWA’s 
areas of responsibility in countries including Lebanon, Jordan, 
and Syria, as well as in Gaza. 

But the most recent charges against the scandal-plagued UN 
agency of inciting terror, hate, and genocide are hardly new. In 
fact, just last year, the Center for Near East Policy Research 
released a film exposing UN schools involved in brainwashing 
Arab children to wage constant war against Israel and Jews. The 


Hate 
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film also provided examples of UN schools providing military- 
style training to young children. 
The short documentary, entitled The UNRWA Road to Terror: 


Palestinian Classroom Incitement, argues that the source of much 


of the violence in the region today is the pseudo-education being 
offered in UN schools at UN facilities funded by U.S. taxpayer dol- 
lars. “A closer look reveals that the uprising has hardly been spon- 
taneous,” says the narrator as video of recent brutal stabbings and 
killings plays in the background. “Its roots derive from an education 
curriculum taught to Palestinians beginning in the first grade.” 

That is followed by footage from inside a UN classroom, with 
an adult leading very young children in chanting that Israeli ter- 
ritory is actually Arab, “from the river to the sea.” The chant is a 
reference to Israeli land between the Jordan River and the Medi- 
terranean Sea, which some Arabs hope to ethnically cleanse of all 
Jews. Many of the terrorists behind a recent wave of attacks were 
educated in similar UN schools, the film states. Some were also 
caught hiding weapons and bombs for terrorists. 

“The thing to understand is that these schools, they’ve de- 
veloped a full-scale military-training system,” explained David 
Bedein, director of the group behind the documentary and a long- 


time journalist. “How many people realize that there’s military 
training going on in these camps? It’s not even just hate edu- 


cation, it’s war education. The education for the last 16 years, 


the school system has been devoted to indoctrinating children to 
make war on the Jews.” 


A good solution to the problem would be for the United States 
to withdraw completely from the UN, according to a group of 
U.S. lawmakers behind the American Sovereignty Restoration 
Act (H.R. 193). With President Trump in the White House, ana- 
lysts say the UN is on thin ice. And with UN employees being 
caught yet again praising Hitler, terror, and genocide, the pressure 
on the dictators club is likely to keep building. Hi 
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Clothing Made in America? Forget it! 

“About 97 percent of clothing sold in the United States is imported, 
according to the American Apparel & Footwear Association.” 
While reporting the existence of a small apparel manufacturing fa- 
cility in Maryland, the Washington Post pointed to the staggering 
amount of imports, a situation that has existed for “a generation.” 


New U.S. Ambassador to UN 

Looks for Progress at the World Body 

“Our goal with the administration is to show value at the UN, and 
the way we’ll show value is to show our strength, show our voice, 
have the backs of our allies, and make sure our allies have our backs 
as well.” 

President Trump's hint during the campaign that he might withdraw 


the United States from the world body is obviously not the goal of former South Carolina Governor 


Nikki Haley in her new post at the UN. 


Right-wing French Presidential Candidate Gaining Popularity 


Arne 
Duncan 


“The entire world — it’s true for Brexit, it’s true for Mr. Trump — is 
becoming conscious of what we’ve been saying for years.” 

For France, Marine Le Pen wants no more membership in NATO, 
no more European currency, no more European Union or open bor- 
ders, and no more second chances for foreigners under surveillance 
because of suspicions that they are potential terrorists. Frances 
first round of voting for president will take place on April 23. 


Former Education Secretary Speaks Up for His Successor 
“Agree or disagree with Betsy DeVos on any issue, but let’s all agree 
that she really needs to be in the public schools. Please let her in.” 
After DeVos was blocked from entering a public middle school by 
protesters, Arne Duncan spoke out in her behalf: DeVos eventually 
was escorted into the school. Duncan served the Obama administra- 


AP Images 


tion as secretary of education. 


Milwaukee Sheriff Seen as Rising Star in GOP Politics 


“When I hear people say we need to reach across the aisle and work with the Democrats, you know 
what I’Il say? The only reason I'll be reaching across the aisle is to grab one of them by the throat. Stop 


trying to fix the police; fix the ghetto.” 


Mentioned as a possible opponent for Democratic Senator Tammy Baldwin in 2018, Sheriff David 


Clarke might make Donald Trump seem mild by comparison. 


Opponent of Planned Parenthood Sees Positive Surge in His Efforts 
“We have the wind in our sails. The election was a real benchmark. Pro-life voters were really a key 


constituency, and the Trump administration has taken note.” 
Commenting on the 44th March for Life held on January 27, ex- 
ecutive director Eric Scheidler of the Pro-Life Action League was 
delighted that Vice President Mike Pence spoke at the event. 


The Threat Facing Trump 

Comes From Republicans in Congress 

“The real choke point here, the real problem Trump has is not these 

protesters. The real problem he’s gonna have is the Republicans in 

Congress sticking with him.” 

Commenting during his radio show, Rush Limbaugh said that Sena- 

tors Lindsey Graham and John McCain will be more of a concern to 

the president than demonstrators and their non-spontaneous noise. 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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QUICKQUOTES 


STORY POLITics 


With Obama promising Democrats that he is not leaving Washington, but will fight to 
retain his legislation and legacy, it pays to know what that consists of. 
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by Charles Scaliger 


politician named Barack Obama, who 

was running for the Illinois State Sen- 
ate, attended a private coffee social meet- 
and-greet at a townhouse in Chicago’s 
Kenwood neighborhood. In attendance 
was departing state Senator Alice Palmer, 
who had handpicked Obama to be her suc- 
cessor. No one at that gathering could have 
imagined that the dynamic young leftist 
politician on the make, Barack Obama, 
would one day become president. But 
without question, Obama was with com- 
pany who recognized him as an ideologi- 
cal fellow-traveler. And none was more so 
than the owners of the townhouse itself, 
a couple of local university professors 
named Bill Ayers and Bernardine Dohrn. 

Ayers and Dohrn, professors at the 
University of Illinois at Chicago and 
the Northwestern School of Law, were 
husband and wife, an academic power 
couple influential in left-wing political 
circles. But decades earlier, they had been 
something a lot less innocuous than cof- 
fee-klatch radicals. In the late 1960s and 
throughout the 1970s, Ayers and Dohrn 
had been leaders of the Weather Under- 
ground, a Marxist terrorist group respon- 
sible for multiple bombing attacks on cor- 
porate and U.S. government and military 
targets. The couple had spent years as 
fugitives before turning themselves in to 
the government in 1980. Ayers’ charges 
were dismissed on various technicalities, 
while Dohrn spent little more than a year 
in jail for her activities. And in the way 
that leftist celebrities tend to do, both of 
them landed on their feet with plush uni- 
versity jobs. Neither of them appears to 
have tempered their beliefs in the slight- 
est, with Dohrn still proclaiming herself a 
radical in the 1990s and beyond. 

Barack Obama’s association with Ayers 
did not end with the coffee party in 1995. 
While the two never became close friends 
(although persistent rumors that Ayers 
ghost-wrote one of Obama’s books have 
never been confirmed or refuted), their 
political lives continued to intersect over 
Obama’s years of activity in Illinois poli- 
tics. Most notably, Ayers served for a num- 
ber of years on the five-member board of 
directors of the Woods Fund of Chicago, 
a charitable group of which Obama was a 


I n late 1995, a little-known Chicago 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


There can be little doubt that our former commandetr- 
in-chief is in virtual ideological lock-step with the 
former left-wing terrorist and all of the broader 

aims that the radical Left of cultural Marxism and 
international socialism Support. 


co-founder in 1993. Ayers’ tenure on the 
board, which met several times a year, 
overlapped with Obama’s for three years, 
suggesting that Obama would have ap- 
proved Ayers’ membership. 

Superficially, Obama and Ayers are very 
different personages. The latter famously 
refused to disavow acts of violence during 
his involvement with the Weather Under- 
ground, whereas the former is generally 
known as a genial, mild-mannered family 
man (although Obama’s love of “droning” 
enemies of the American state suggests a 
passive-aggressive penchant for sanitized 
violence). But ideologically, the two are 
of a piece. After eight years of President 
Barack Obama, which have seen the ad- 
vent of socialized medicine and a host of 
longstanding cultural Marxist priorities 
such as same-sex “marriage,” there can 
be little doubt that our former command- 
er-in-chief is in virtual ideological lock- 
step with the former left-wing terrorist 
and all of the broader aims that the radi- 


cal Left of cultural Marxism and interna- 
tional socialism support. 

As a general proposition, the radical 
Left is sympathetic with even the most 
violent cohorts of cultural Marxism, as 
the ongoing convulsions of anti-Trump 
violence — and the refusal of most on 
the “respectable” Left in the mainstream 
media and politics to condemn it — will 
attest. The attacks on President Trump 
and his supporters are almost unprec- 
edented in virulence in American history, 
and there is no doubt that the entire leftist 
establishment is in near-unanimous sym- 
pathy with the mobs destroying property 
and assaulting innocents, with public 
figures who openly threaten the presi- 
dent with violence, and with Washington 
ideologues seeking to undermine the le- 
gitimacy of the Trump administration and 
the Right in general. And even as he rides 
off into the electoral sunset, it behooves 
Americans to remember that the super- 
ficially genial Barack Obama not only 


ra 


Partners in crime: Bill Ayers and Bernardine Dohrn, former terrorists and fugitives from justice, 
assume respectability as Chicago-area academics and professional agitators. While they may 
no longer bomb police stations, they remain unrepentant about what they did. Both are political 
acquaintances and political bedfellows with the Obamas. 
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Formative years: Barack Obama with daughters Sasha and Malia while serving in the Illinois 


State Senate. Even back in his earliest years as an Illinois politician, Obama’s ultra-radical leftist 


views were on full display. 


sympathizes with such enemies of free- 
dom and decency, but also did as much 
as any president before him to create the 
climate of toxic ideology and intolerance 
that the alt-Left now exploits. 

Probably a substantial number of Obama 
supporters in 2008 were attracted to candi- 
date Obama’s undeniable charm, including 
his ability as a public speaker and his intel- 
ligence. His chief selling point, of course, 
was the cachet of being the first black presi- 
dent; many of those who cast their vote for 
him wanted to be a part of the historic elec- 
tion, and were less concerned with many of 
his personal convictions. 


Radically Pro-abortion President 

Those who know Obama well know his 
sympathies. Former House Majority Lead- 
er Tom DeLay has characterized Obama’s 
voting record during his little-remarked 
stint as an Illinois state senator as “Marx- 


ist leftist? — a seemingly extreme choice 
of words, until Obama’s actions are taken 
into account. In 1997, for example, Obama 
voted against SB 230, a bill designed to 
stop the abominable practice of partial- 
birth abortions. Late in his career in the 
Illinois State Senate, Obama voted against 
the Born Alive Infant Protection Act, 
which would have extended life-support- 
ing healthcare to children who survived 
the abortion procedure. Once Obama had 
left the Illinois Senate for bigger things, 
however, the bill was passed. 

Nor has Obama’s position on abor- 
tion mellowed with the passage of time. 
On the hustings in western Pennsylvania, 
presidential candidate Obama, reacting to 
a pro-life Democrat supporter’s plea to 
protect the unborn, made this revealing 
comment: “Look, I got two daughters.... I 
am going to teach them first about values 
and morals, but if they make a mistake, I 


The radical Left is sympathetic with even the most 
violent cohorts of cultural Marxism, as the ongoing 
convulsions of anti-Trump violence — and the refusal 
of most on the “respectable” Left in the mainstream 
media and politics to condemn it — will attest. 
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don’t want them punished with a baby.” 
As someone with a daughter, this writer 
has difficulty comprehending how a baby, 
under any circumstances, could be consid- 
ered a “punishment.” 


Practicing “Gay” Deception 

Obama is also slavishly devoted to the 
normalization of homosexuality, a move- 
ment whose central aim has always been 
the legalization of same-sex “marriage.” 
The political groundwork for 2015’s Su- 
preme Court ruling that compelled all 
states to recognize same-sex “marriage” 
has been many years in the making, and 
Barack Obama, along with his alt-Left 
confreres, was a big part of smoothing 
the way for our recent national capitula- 
tion to the homosexual lobby. However, 
candidate Obama repeatedly lied about 
his support for such “marriages” and other 
priorities of the radical homosexual agen- 
da, because pragmatic advisors warned 
him that many in his support base, such 
as black Christians, were opposed to it. 
David Axelrod, the primary architect of 
Obama’s two presidential campaigns, ad- 
mitted as much in his 2015 memoir: “Op- 
position to gay marriage was particularly 
strong in the black church, and as he ran 
for higher office, he grudgingly accepted 
the counsel of more pragmatic folks like 
me, and modified his position to support 
civil unions rather than marriage, which 
he would term a ‘sacred union.’” 

Taking the advice of Axelrod and oth- 
ers, Obama told a black Christian church 
during his 2008 campaign, “TI believe that 
marriage is the union between a man and 
a woman. Now, for me as a Christian, it 
is also a sacred union. God’s in the mix.” 

But this was a cynical and calculated lie. 
In 1996, then-Illinois state Senator Obama 
took the time to reply to a primary elec- 
tion questionnaire produced by Outlines, a 
Chicago-area gay newspaper. Some of the 
answers Obama gave then —a dozen years 
before his first presidential candidacy, 
when he allegedly believed that marriage 
was between a man and a woman only — 
are revealing as to the lengths leftist radi- 
cals will go to conceal their radicalism, in 
order to accomplish their political ends: 


1) I would support and co-sponsor 


a state civil rights bill for gays and 
lesbians.... 
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6) I favor legalizing same-sex mar- 
riage, and would fight efforts to pro- 
hibit such marriages. 

7) I believe in the rights of gays 
and lesbians to become foster par- 
ents, adopt children, and have the 
right to custody of their own chil- 
dren on the same basis as hetero- 
sexuals. 


Once elected president, Obama’s views 
began to “evolve” on the issue — a care- 
fully orchestrated spectacle intended to 
win over reluctant constituents. His cue 
to finally go public with what he had 
believed for decades was Vice President 
Biden’s disclosure, on Meet the Press, 
that he supported such unions. On May 9, 
2012, Obama told ABC News that he now 
supported same-sex “marriage,” falsely 
stating that his views on the subject had 
been evolving. Yet again, as Axelrod 
admits, Obama had been in complete 
agreement with same-sex “marriage” for 
many years, since long before his first 
presidential campaign: “Yet if Obama’s 
views were ‘evolving’ publicly, they were 
fully evolved behind closed doors. The 
president was champing at the bit to an- 
nounce his support for the right of gay 
and lesbian couples to wed — and having 
watched him struggle with this issue for 
years, I was ready, too.” 


Gunning for Gun Owners 

The right to keep and bear arms protect- 
ed by the Second Amendment is another 
combustible social issue for which Obama 
has been reluctant to discuss his true lean- 
ings. Following the Supreme Court’s 
landmark 2008 decision D.C. v. Heller 
striking down Washington’s longstand- 
ing ban on handgun ownership, Presi- 
dent Obama, eyeing reelection prospects, 
claimed to support Second Amendment 
rights. But as with same-sex “marriage,” 
Obama’s carefully concealed response to 
a 1990s electoral questionnaire suggests 
that, in common with doctrinaire leftists 
everywhere, Obama despises the Second 
Amendment. In the questionnaire, Obama 
indicated support for a total ban on private 
handgun ownership, then claimed an aide 
had filled out the form incorrectly — until 
additional documentation in Obama’s own 
handwriting was produced, showing that 
he had indeed intended to answer as the 
questionnaire recorded. 

Once president, Obama did everything 
in his power to attack the Second Amend- 
ment, even as public support for gun con- 
trol waned. Finding the climate in Congress 
unfavorable to outright gun bans or other 
legislative measures, even after repeated 
mass shootings such as the Sandy Hook 
massacre, Obama resorted to various exec- 
utive sleight-of-hand measures such as ex- 


New day: Millions of Americans greeted the election of America’s first black president as a sign 
that we had put aside racism for good. Radicalism and the intolerance it begets, unfortunately, 
flourished during the Obama years. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


AP Images 


ecutive orders and directives to restrict the 
availability of ammunition and repeated ef- 
forts to prohibit the private sale of firearms 
without notifying the government. While 
it is true that Obama did not preside over 
any major pieces of gun-control legislation, 
such as Clinton’s “assault weapons ban” 
and Reagan’s 1986 Firearms Owner Pro- 
tection Act, it is only because the Obama 
presidency happened to occur during a pe- 
riod of rising public awareness of unconsti- 
tutional gun-control measures. So unfavor- 
able has been public opinion toward gun 
control that, even in the wake of the hor- 
rific Sandy Hook Elementary School mass 
shooting, when the gun-control crowd tried 
to take maximal political advantage to pass 
“sweeping” new gun-control legislation — 
with the enthusiastic backing of President 
Obama — no laws were ultimately passed. 


Environment of Hot Air 

Another agenda item near and dear to the 
radical Left is the environmentalist pro- 
gram, which nowadays derives much of its 
vitality from climate-change hysteria. And 
for perfervid environmentalists, President 
Obama did not disappoint. Soon after tak- 
ing office for his second term, Obama, no 
longer worried about reelection prospects, 
embarked on all-out war on behalf of Big 
Government environmentalism. 

His first priority was the climate- 
change bogeyman. Obama’s “Climate 
Action Plan” laid out an ambitious agen- 
da for new government regulation of 
industry, in the name of reducing green- 
house gas and carbon emissions. The plan 
provides for a panoply of new controls 
to achieve goals such as reducing carbon 
emissions from power plants, increasing 
fuel-economy standards, reducing meth- 
ane and hydrofluorocarbon emissions, 
and empowering government agencies 
to support “climate-resilient investment” 
(whatever that might be), among many 
other things. Obama’s plan also calls for 
the United States to become the interna- 
tional leader in climate change-sensitive 
governance, seeking and promoting in- 
ternational controls and accords to spread 
the gospel of climate change across the 
world. And because the perfect climate is 
expected to remain elusive, the plan calls 
for more research and planning to pre- 
pare for additional measures to combat 
climate change as new human activities 
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are discovered to pose a threat. In other 
words, the plan (and the entire climate- 
change/global-warming movement) pro- 
vides an ever-evolving rationale for more 
and more government control, both at the 
national and international level. 

Nor did Obama stop with his own plan. 
Obama signed the first-ever international 
climate agreement, the Paris Agreement, 
making the United States beholden to a new 
international regime of government climate 
controls limiting carbon emissions by pri- 
vate industry, among many other things. 
President Obama also entangled the United 
States in mammoth bilateral climate agree- 
ments with China in 2014, which commit 
the United States to more significant cuts 
in carbon and greenhouse-gas emissions. 

Obama had been planning for months 
for a smooth transition to a successor 
president who would continue to push 
his environmental agenda. But when Hil- 
lary Clinton lost last November’s elec- 
tion, Obama embarked on a frenzy of 
lame-duck executive actions designed to 
cripple the Trump administration’s ability 
to reverse any of his environmental pri- 
orities. In noting with approval Obama’s 
post-election “mad dash” to secure his en- 
vironmental legacy, Outside magazine’s 
Juliet Eilperin observed that “Obama is 
determined to shift [the federal govern- 
ment’s] trajectory as far to the left as pos- 
sible before Donald Trump takes office in 
January. In many cases, that means exert- 
ing every federal lever still available to 
promote renewable energy, restrict drill- 
ing and coal extraction, and safeguard a 
handful of prized landscapes in the west- 
ern United States.” Among the “federal 
levers” that Obama pulled during his last 
weeks in office were: 

¢ A new five-year plan that attempts to 
ban further offshore drilling in the United 
States, including further exploratory drill- 
ing in the Chukchi and Beaufort Seas in 
the Arctic Ocean and proposed drilling off 
the Atlantic coast; 

« A new rule aimed at eliminating 
methane gas releases from drilling on 
federal land; 

* Consideration of an alternate, more 
expensive route for the contentious Da- 
kota Access Pipeline; and 

¢ A rule aiming to expand wind and 
solar development on BLM land. 

All of this was accomplished in a mere 
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two weeks immediately after the election 
—a schedule nearly as ambitious as Presi- 
dent Trump’s initial blitz of executive or- 
ders, but one met with warm approval in- 
stead of condemnation by the kept media. 


Bankrupting America 

One of the severest indictments of the 
Obama administration has been the soar- 
ing national debt. While it is true that 
Obama inherited an economic and fi- 
nancial mess, including already vertigi- 
nous levels of debt, his eight years in the 
White House have added massively to the 
problem, thanks to runaway government 
spending on a scale never before wit- 
nessed in American history. Back in 2008, 
as the economy was sinking to depths not 
seen since the Great Depression, Presi- 
dent Obama had an opportunity to slash 
government spending and begin paying 
down the debt. Instead, reluctant to inflict 
“austerity measures” on America’s bloated 
public sector, Obama imposed them on 
the private sector instead. The centerpiece 
of his economic recovery program was 
a series of massive bailouts doled out to 
large, well-connected or otherwise politi- 
cally correct enterprises — all at taxpayer 
expense, naturally. Obama created vast 
new government bureaucracies, courtesy 
of new laws such as Dodd-Frank, whose 
purpose was to regulate more tightly not 


only the financial sector, but also many 
other sectors, such as insurance and retail, 
whose business activities have anything to 
do with the issuance of credit (like the cre- 
ation of credit cards for in-store use). As a 
consequence, the federal government grew 
massively, and Washington, D.C., and sur- 
rounding counties in Virginia and Mary- 
land became islands of prosperity during 
the darkest years of the Great Recession. In 
a word: Under President Obama, the lob- 
byists, politicians, federal employees, and 
government contractors all made money, 
thanks to an unending gravy train of bail- 
outs, “stimulus” grants, and contracts to 
rebuild infrastructure, whether necessary 
or not, and lots of new government jobs. 
Even as corporate America tightened its 
belt and shed millions of jobs, household 
incomes disappeared, and vast swaths of 
rural America watched factories close, 
Obama’s Washington flourished, with 
government employees enjoying better 
wages and benefits and more opportuni- 
ties for advancement than ever before. 
And the entire lavish Beltway party was 
funded by taxpayer dollars. What’s more, 
the official national debt reached almost 
$20 trillion on President Obama’s watch, 
meaning that the United States took on 
more debt during the Obama presidency 
than during all other presidencies in U.S. 
history combined. 


Under the rainbow: Homosexual activists gather to witness the White House lit in rainbow 
colors in honor of the 2015 Supreme Court decision imposing same-sex “marriage” on the entire 
country. A closely guarded secret, however, was that Obama had secretly supported such unions 
for decades — while lying to his churchgoing constituents about his sympathies. 
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Trickle-down Healthcare 

Just 16 days after election to his first 
term in office, Obama hiked the federal 
tobacco excise tax by a whopping 156 
percent. Somewhat surprisingly, Obama 
did not follow with the usual suite of tax 
increases favored by liberals, no doubt in 
part because of strong GOP congressional 
resistance. But he more than made up for 
his comparative neglect of conventional 
tax hikes when ObamaCare was rolled 
out. That failed Mother of All Boondog- 
gles came laden with tax increases, a few 
of which have yet to kick in, but many 
of which have already exacted a very 
heavy economic toll. Among them are the 
ObamaCare individual mandate tax im- 
posed on Americans refusing to purchase 
health insurance, the ObamaCare em- 
ployer mandate tax imposed on employers 
with more than 50 employees that do not 
offer health insurance, a hike in Medicare 
payroll taxes, and an excise tax on “Cadil- 
lac” health-insurance plans. Taken togeth- 
er, the welter of new economic burdens 
inflicted on the American economy by 
ObamaCare — America’s furthest foray 
yet into socialized medicine — have cre- 
ated far more hardship than any tax hikes 
in recent history. 

As for its intended objectives, Obama- 
Care has been an abject failure. In addition 
to massive tax hikes, the deeply unpopular 
program has resulted in millions of Ameri- 
cans losing their health coverage outright 
(Obama’s facile promises to the contrary), 
and tens of millions more seeing their pre- 
ObamaCare benefits disappear under the 
weight of spiraling deductibles and pre- 
miums. Huge numbers of Americans have 
been forced into an unhappy choice between 
complying with the law — and paying for 
coverage with deductibles in the thousands 
of dollars to the tune of hundreds of dol- 
lars more in monthly premiums — or living 
without health coverage, paying annual tax 
penalties which are more economical. 

But neither Obama nor any Democrats in 
Washington care an iota for any of this. The 
coercive mandates associated with Obama- 
Care are perceived as necessary measures 
to ensure that the program is adequately 
financed, while many of the more cynical 
among Washington liberals have publicly 
expressed hope that ObamaCare will fail — 
and give them a pretext to enact single-pay- 
er government healthcare, which has been 
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Sticking to his guns: Obama has been consistently anti-gun for years, in keeping with his 
Marxist roots. Here, he appears at a town hall meeting at George Mason University in 2016 to 
promote his “commonsense gun policies” — policies that would, like all gun-control measures, 


punish the innocent instead of the criminals. 


the real goal all along. Socialized medicine, 
it should be noted, has been one of Barack 
Obama’s political goals for decades, which 
is why he has done everything in his power 
to resist any changes to his signature ac- 
complishment as president. 


Longing to Not Be Free 
Like all doctrinaire leftists, Barack Obama 
has always had distrust and contempt for 
free market capitalism. Elected in the 
depths of the Great Recession, Obama was 
quick to assign blame for the crisis to the 
free market and its alleged excesses. To 
the surprise of no one, he sought to use 
government power and money to solve the 
crisis, spending billions in a massive bail- 
out and fastening a new and wide-ranging 
set of government controls on business, 
particularly the financial sector. The most 
significant of these was the Dodd-Frank 
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Pro- 
tection Act of 2010, which, among other 
things, greatly limited the range of fi- 
nancial activities allowed to commercial 
banks and brought formerly unregulated 
types of financial activity such as deriva- 
tives under federal control. Dodd-Frank 
was the most comprehensive piece of 
regulation of the financial sector since the 
Great Depression, and is the closest that 
America has come yet to outright nation- 
alization of the financial sector. 

The true causes of the Great Recession, 


as with all other such episodes in Ameri- 
can history, were systematic distortions in 
pricing and valuation caused by govern- 
ment interference in, and protection of, the 
banking system, but as always, the solu- 
tion offered by politicians such as Obama, 
who bear much of the responsibility for 
such market failures, is to expand their 
own power at the expense of the private 
sector. Not surprisingly, the private sec- 
tor has yet to recover from the damage 
inflicted by Dodd-Frank and other mea- 
sures, such as the Obama bailouts, by 
which government attempted to cure the 
sickness by applying more of the poison 
responsible for the pathology. The much- 
ballyhooed “Obama recovery” signaled 
by rising stock prices over the last several 
years bears little resemblance to the era of 
genuine economic growth during the ’80s 
and ’90s; this particular rising tide has 
lifted only a few boats, those captained by 
the already wealthy and well-connected. 
It was largely in reaction to this highly 
selective “economic recovery” that Don- 
ald Trump was elected to succeed Obama 
as president. His many flaws notwith- 
standing, Trump the businessman does 
have a fairly clear perception of the wide- 
ranging damage inflicted on the American 
economy by eight years of Obama’s leftist 
policies. Trump and the GOP have vowed 
to repeal Dodd-Frank, ObamaCare, and 
many other regulations and policies from 
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Justice for oil: A demonstrator in Boulder, Colorado, demonstrates against the proposed 
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Standing Rock pipeline, a project the Obama administration put on hold. Obama also repeatedly 
opposed the Keystone Pipeline from Canada as president, and will doubtless continue his efforts. 


the Obama era that continue to hamstring 
the economy and prevent new capital 
formation. Unfortunately, as the Trump- 
led GOP promise to “repeal and replace” 
ObamaCare attests, the solution to many 
of these usurpations by the Left is likely to 
be little more than warmed-over Republi- 
can-friendly Big Government. 

Trump has already made credible efforts 
to slow down the volume of regulations is- 
sued by executive branch agencies and to 
reverse many of Obama’s environmental 
regulations. He has also nominated a con- 
stitutionalist for the Supreme Court vacan- 
cy, as he promised to do, and taken steps 
to extricate the United States from interna- 
tionalist trade compacts such as the TPP. 

But in the longer run, the full legacy 
of the Obama presidency will be hard to 
undo. Like his ideological predecessors 
FDR and Lyndon Johnson, Obama has 
presided over truly revolutionary changes 
in the American body politic, from the 
legalization of same-sex “marriage” to 
ObamaCare, which have not only become 
quickly entrenched in American govern- 
ment but will also serve as precedents for 
further leftist innovation the moment the 
next Barack Obama is elected president. 
The rule since the 1930s has been that, 
roughly once a generation, a leftist true 
believer is elected president and promptly 
declares war, after the fashion of Marxists 
everywhere, on traditional morality and 
limited government. By the time the Right 
regains political power, they are too late to 
muster the political will to undo the dam- 
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age. And the Left consolidates its gains 
and waits patiently for the next oppor- 
tunity to move its agenda forward. Thus 
have the opponents of socialism and cul- 
tural Marxism chosen to play a defensive 
game, slowing down the encroachments of 
the enemies of freedom and decency, but 
never forcing them to retreat. 

So it has been during the Obama years. A 
truly radical leftist with a long track record 
of supporting the most extreme elements 
of the Marxist program charmed his way 
into the White House and left the country a 
socioeconomic shambles eight years later. 
Whether President Trump or anyone else 
will be able to undo even a small part of 
the damage remains to be seen. 

Indeed, Barack Obama has no intention 
of disappearing from the political scene. 
He has already announced the creation of a 
Chicago-based Obama Foundation, which 
presumably will (as the Clinton Foundation 
before it) continue to attract funds to try to 
further the cause of the radical Left, both at 
home and abroad. Moreover, the Obamas 
have decided to take up residence in Wash- 
ington, D.C., instead of retiring to their 
home state as most previous ex-presidents 
have done. The rea- 
son, according to an 
explosive article in 
the New York Post 
by Paul Sperry, is 
that Obama is now 
planning to openly 
sabotage the Trump 
administration and, 


in fact, is already doing just that. Obama, 
writes Sperry, is “working behind the 
scenes to set up what will effectively be 
a shadow government to not only protect 
his threatened legacy, but to sabotage the 
incoming administration and its popular 
America First agenda.” Obama is alleg- 
edly doing this through “a network of left- 
ist nonprofits led by Organizing for Ac- 
tion.” OFA is not just any non-profit leftist 
advocacy group; it was set up by Obama 
(its initials originally stood for “Obama 
for America’’) in 2013, with the purpose of 
mobilizing political support for Obama’s 
initiatives. 

Designed to outlast the Obama admin- 
istration, OFA continues to function as 
an Alinsky-esque army of trained agita- 
tors prepared to turn out on command 
and demonstrate — often violently — to 
create “pressure from below” in support 
of Obama’s revolutionary leftist agenda. 
Obama remains intimately involved with 
OFA’s activities, urging them in not-so- 
subtle cadences to resist the Trump ad- 
ministration. Immediately after Trump’s 
unexpected win, for example, Obama told 
his OFA minions in a conference call from 
the White House, “Move forward to pro- 
tect what we’ve accomplished. Now is the 
time for some organizing. So don’t mope.” 
The OFA took him at his word, marshaling 
its over 32,000 registered volunteers na- 
tionwide in the wave of protests and riots 
that have convulsed America for weeks. 
And there’s much more to come. Said 
Obama coyly after the election, “You’re 
going to see me early next year, and we’re 
going to be in a position where we can 
start cooking up all kinds of great stuff... 
I’m still fired up and ready to go.” 

Expect the Obamas, like the Clintons, to 
become permanent fixtures on the national 
and international radical Left stage, using 
their clout, cachet, and connections to 
marshal resources in support of the never- 
ending struggle of the Left against liberty 
and decency. 
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President Trump has been accused of instituting an unprecedented unconstitutional ban 
on Muslim immigrants that was so flagrant that it was immediately overturned. So wrong! 
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AstroTurf anarchists: Attacking President Trump’s executive order on immigration, protesters 
gather in Battery Park in New York City, one of dozens of such demonstrations worldwide. 


by William F. Jasper 


n January 27, President Donald 
O Trump made good on one of his 
signature campaign promises, 
signing an executive order temporarily 
suspending — for at least 90 days — the 
entry of foreign nationals into the United 
States from seven “countries of particu- 
lar concern.” Those countries are Iran, 
Iraq, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria, and 
Yemen. (In the case of Syria, the suspen- 
sion is indefinite.) In addition, the order 
suspends the U.S. Refugee Admissions 
Program (USRAP) for 120 days, except 
for those who are already in the USRAP 
queue and meet the Trump administra- 
tion’s new, more robust security criteria. 
The directive, entitled, “Protect- 
ing the Nation from Foreign Terrorist 
Entry into the United States,” addresses 
other important related issues, such as 
requiring foreign governments to dem- 
onstrate reciprocity in issuing visas to 
Americans; requiring U.S. officials to 
report regularly on the number of foreign 
nationals in the United States charged 
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with terrorism-related offenses, as well 
as honor killings and other gender-based 
violence against women; providing more 
trained translators to expedite refugee/im- 
migrant processing; and reducing the num- 
ber of refugees accepted annually from the 
110,000 ceiling set by the Obama adminis- 
tration to 50,000 annually. This executive 
order followed by two days his earlier ex- 
ecutive order fulfilling another campaign 
pledge: to secure our southern border with 
Mexico by building “the wall.” 

Gauging from the explosive world- 
wide reaction to the president’s order, one 
might be tempted to think that it must be 
as “draconian,” “outrageous,” “cruel,” 
“unconscionable,” and “unconstitutional” 
as the critics charge. Thousands of demon- 
strators materialized at dozens of airports 
across the United States — and around 
the world — to obstruct traffic and nois- 
ily protest President Trump’s “inhumane” 
order. Senate Minority Leader Chuck 
Schumer, House Minority Leader Nancy 
Pelosi, and other Democrats bleated that 
with this action Trump had gone beyond 
the pale. State attorneys general and the 
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American Civil Liberties Union launched 
lawsuits against the president to stop 
the executive order from going into ef- 
fect. The executive order was signed on 
Friday, January 27; by Saturday evening 
the ACLU had found a federal judge in 
Brooklyn, U.S. District Court Judge Ann 
Donnelly, who ordered an immediate na- 
tionwide injunction to temporarily bar the 
deportation of all people stranded by the 
new restrictions. 

On February 3, a notoriously “progres- 
sive” federal Circuit Court judge in Seattle, 
Judge James Robart, issued a ruling tem- 
porarily blocking the enforcement of the 
Trump executive order. The Trump admin- 
istration appealed the ruling, but on Febru- 
ary 9 a three-judge panel of the ultraliberal 
9th Circuit Court of Appeals denied the ad- 
ministration’s request to lift Judge Robart’s 
injunction. The ruling has been hailed as 
a badly needed judicial smackdown of an 
out-of-control president and a victory for 
human rights, the Constitution, and the rule 
of law. But is it? Or is it instead an example 
of blatant judicial abuse that threatens not 
only our nation’s security, but also under- 
mines our constitutional checks and bal- 
ances? Getting to the truth of the matter 
requires unpacking and exposing a number 
of myths that have been propagated to pur- 
posely mislead and confuse the public. 

Myth #1: President Trump’s executive 
order is a “Muslim ban.” 

Truth: The term “Muslim ban” has 
appeared so frequently in media stories 
about the executive order and has been re- 
peated incessantly over social media that 
it is widely assumed that this term is in the 
official text of the order. The ACLU used/ 
uses the term in its press releases, and it 
was adopted by much of the media for use 
in everything from headlines to story text 
to broadcast commentaries. However, the 
term “Muslim ban” appears nowhere in 
the order. Neither do the words “Muslim,” 
“Islam,” or “Islamic.” In fact, except for 
Syria, the order does not even mention the 
proscribed nations by name, referring sim- 
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Little thought, lots of action: Activist Judge James Robart erroneously 


Claimed there have been no terror attacks by refugees or immigrants from 
the seven countries in the Trump executive order. 


ply to the list of seven nations that had already been singled 
out for special concern by President Obama as leading in- 
cubators of terrorists (see below). After a few days of being 
chastised for misrepresentation on this issue, some of the 
media began dropping the “Muslim ban” trigger words, to 
be replaced by references to the seven countries as “Mus- 
lim-majority nations.” This way they can still project the 
inference that the president is doing something seemingly 
un-American by allegedly discriminating against foreign- 
ers solely based upon their religious beliefs. 

However, not only does the Trump order not mention 
Muslims, but his proposed new rules do not affect the vast 
majority of the planet’s Muslims. Only one of the 10 most 
populous Muslim nations (Iran) is included on the list. Here 
are the countries with the largest Muslim populations: Indo- 
nesia (209.1 million), Pakistan (176.2 million), India (167.4 


by William F. Jasper 


n the February 3 court hearing on President Trump’s executive 
| order restricting admittance to the United States, Judge James 

Robart, of the U.S. District Court for the Western District of 
Washington State, claimed there had been zero terrorist attacks from 
the seven nations (Iran, Iraq, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria, and 
Yemen) targeted by the executive order. Judge Robart asked Justice 
Department lawyer Michelle Bennett, “Have there been terrorist 
attacks in the United States by refugees or other immigrants from 
the seven countries listed, since 9/11?” When Bennett was unable 
to give Robart a response, he stated, “Let me tell you. The answer 
to that is none, as best I can tell.” Like many other public officials, 
journalists, and commentators, Judge Robart was repeating a false 
talking point that, having been endlessly repeated in the media, has 
become dogma with defenders of unrestricted migration and open 
borders. We have listed below a fraction of the cases of terrorism 
and mass murder by Muslim immigrants from various countries, 
including those referred to in the executive order. In addition, there 
are many more Muslim refugees and immigrants who have been 
arrested and convicted of terrorism-related crimes, but who were 
apprehended and their plots foiled before they were carried out. 

This information, which is essential for Americans to make 
enlightened judgments concerning public policy, has been essen- 
tially censored by the pro-open borders major media. 

Mohamed Osman Mohamud, the “Oregon Christmas Tree 
Bomber,” is a refugee from Somalia. Mohamud was arrested in 
November 2010 for attempting to set off a bomb at the annual 
Christmas tree lighting ceremony in downtown Portland. He was 
sentenced to 30 years in prison in October 2014. 

Tamerlan and Dzhokhar Tsarnaev, the “Boston Marathon 
Bombers,” came to the United States from Kyrgyzstan as chil- 
dren with their family in 2002. The family entered the United 
States on a 90-day tourist visa and then applied for asylum, claim- 


18 


ing a fear of deadly persecution if they returned to Kyrgyzstan. 
Dzhokhar became a naturalized U.S. citizen on September 11, 
2012. The brothers planted bombs at the 2013 Boston Marathon, 
killing three people and injuring as many as 280 others. Tamerlan 
was killed in an ensuing gun battle with police and Dzhokhar is 
currently a prisoner at the federal supermax prison, ADX Flor- 
ence, in Colorado. According to Dzhokhar, he and his brother 
were radicalized through the Internet lectures of Anwar al-Aw- 
laki, the American-born imam of Yemeni extraction, who was 
charged by the U.S. government with being a principal recruiter 
for al-Qaeda. 

Dahir Adan went on a knife-wielding rampage at a mall in St. 
Cloud, Minnesota, on September 17, 2016. He stabbed 10 mall 
visitors before he was shot to death by an off-duty police officer. 
According to news reports and witnesses, he shouted “Allahu 
Akbar” and asked at least one victim whether he was Muslim. 
Adan’s family is Somali, but he was born while they were living 
in Kenya. They moved to the United States as refugees, and Adan 
became a U.S. citizen in 2008. 

Abdullatif Ali Aldosary, an Iraqi refugee who came to the 
United States in 1997, was charged with detonating a homemade 
explosive device outside a Social Security Administration office 
building in Casa Grande, Arizona, in 2012. He was convicted and 
is serving a five-year prison sentence. 

Ahmad Khan Rahimi, the “Chelsea Bomber,” came to the 
United States from Afghanistan in 2000, following his parents, 
who had claimed asylum here years before. In 2011, he received 
his U.S. citizenship. He is charged with a three-day bombing 
rampage (September 17-19, 2016) in which homemade explosive 
devices were planted in the Chelsea neighborhood of Manhattan, 
New York City, and Elizabeth, New Jersey. 

Abdul Razak Ali Artan engaged in a car-ramming attack and 
mass stabbing at Ohio State University in Columbus, Ohio, on 
November 28, 2016. Thirteen students and staff members were 
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million), Bangladesh (134.4 million), Nige- 
ria (77.3 million), Egypt (77.0 million), Iran 
(73.5 million), Turkey (71.3 million), Alge- 
ria (34.7 million), and Morocco (31.9 Mil- 
lion). It also does not include, for instance, 
Saudi Arabia, Jordan, Kuwait, Amman, 
United Arab Emirates, etc. In other words, 
the “Muslim ban” meme was a calculated 
lie, albeit one that Trump injudiciously 
handed to his opponents by using that term 
during the campaign. 

Myth #2: The rulings by Judge Robart 
and the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals 
prove that the Trump executive order is 
unconstitutional. 

Truth: They prove nothing of the sort; 


they merely prove that far-left activist 
judges have achieved dominance in many 
of our courts. Moreover, Judge Robart 
and the Ninth Circuit did not rule the 
Trump order to be unconstitutional. They 
held that the order “adversely affects” 
the residents and public institutions of 
the states bringing suit (Washington and 
Minnesota) and that their claims on con- 
stitutional grounds would likely succeed 
on appeal. And “Like it or not, Donald 
J. Trump was elected president of the 
United States on Nov. 8, 2016, and sworn 
into office on Jan. 20, 2017,” constitu- 
tional expert Dr. John Eastman noted in 
criticizing the Ninth Circuit’s ruling in an 
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essay on February 10 for The Hill. “He 
won the election, in significant part, be- 
cause he promised to enforce our nation’s 
immigration laws more vigorously and to 
enhance significantly the vetting of refu- 
gees and other aliens seeking admission 
to the United States, in order to ensure to 
the extent possible that terrorists were not 
coming to our shores.” 

“Nevertheless, there is now a concerted 
effort by many on the left ... to block Pres- 
ident Trump at every turn in order to pre- 
vent him from implementing the agenda 
on which he was elected,” says Dr. East- 
man, who is the Henry Salvatori Professor 
of Law & Community Service at Chap- 


and Immigrants 


injured before Artan was shot and killed 
by a campus police officer. Artan was a 
Muslim Somali refugee who had gained 
permanent resident status. In an interview 
with a student newspaper, The Lantern, he 
claimed that Donald Trump was not “edu- 
cated on Islam,” and complained that the 
U.S. media portray Muslims negatively. 

Mohamed Barry, a Muslim immigrant 
from the West African country of Guin- 
ea, walked into Nazareth Restaurant, a 
Jewish-owned eatery in Columbus, Ohio, 
on February 11, 2016 and began attack- 
ing patrons with a machete. Four people 
were injured in the attack before Barry 
was shot and killed by responding police. 
He had arrived in this country in 2000 and 
had obtained his permanent resident green 
card. Barry shouted “Allahu Akbar” as he 
attacked the restaurant patrons. 

Omar Mohamed Kalmio, a Somali ref- 


Heartland terror: Police scour the crime scene at Ohio State University, in Columbus, Ohio, 
where Somali refugee Ali Artan injured 13 people with his car and a knife. 


ugee, has been convicted and sent to prison for the murder of four 
people. On January 28, Kalmio murdered his girlfriend, Sabrina 
Zephier, in Minot, North Dakota, then drove across town and shot 
to death Sabrina Zephier’s mother, Jolene Zephier; brother, Dillon 
Zephier; and Jolene Zephier’s boyfriend, Jeremy Longie. 

Syed Rizwan Farook and Tafsheen Malik, the “San Ber- 
nadino Shooters,” armed themselves with multiple firearms 
and explosive devices, and the husband and wife terror team 
attacked an employee Christmas party at the Inland Regional 
Center in San Bernadino, California, on December 2, 2015. 
They killed 14 people and wounded 22 others before they were 
themselves killed by police gunfire. The explosive devices they 
had set were not detonated, and were disposed of by the po- 
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lice bomb squad. Farook and Malik were described as “devout 
Sunni Muslims.” Farook was born in the United States of immi- 
grant parents from Pakistan. He brought Malik into the country 
ona K-1 “fiancé” visa, a legacy of our overly generous “family 
reunification” program. 

Omar Mir Seddique Mateen, the “Orlando Nightclub Shoot- 
er,” killed 49 people and wounded an additional 53 in a mass 
shooting on June 12, 2016 at a homosexual nightclub in Orlando, 
Florida. He was subsequently shot and killed by police respond- 
ing to the scene of the crime. Mateen was born in the United 
States to Muslim parents who had fled Afganistan, and had ex- 
pressed support for the Taliban and ISILAISIS, as well as claiming 
to co-workers that he had connections to Hezbollah. 
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FY2016 Reception and Piscement Program Afffiate Sites 


Dispersing refugees: The legend of this State Department map provides acronyms for the nine 
major private contractors in charge of placing refugees throughout the U.S.: CWS — Church World 
Service; EMM — Episcopal Migration Ministries; ECDC — Ethiopian Community Development 
Council, Inc; HAS — Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society; IRC — International Rescue Committee; LIRS 
— Lutheran Immigration Refugee Service; USCCB — US Conference of Catholic Bishops; USCRI 
— U.S. Committee for Refugees & Immigrants; and WR — World Relief. 
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Where’d they go? This U.S. State Department map shows to which states 32,475 refugees were 
sent from October 1, 2016 through January 31, 2017. 


man University’s Fowler School of Law, 
and the founding director of the Clare- 
mont Institute’s Center for Constitutional 
Jurisprudence. “Regrettably, that effort 
now seems to include using the courts to 
achieve political ends that could not be 
achieved through the electoral process.” 
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“The 9th Circuit’s order upholding 
Judge Robart’s nationwide temporary 
restraining order (TRO) is nearly as be- 
reft of legal analysis as was the original 
TRO,” says Eastman. For example, he 
notes “one might have expected some 
discussion of the relevant statute that un- 


ambiguously gives the president the au- 
thority to do what he did here.” That stat- 
ute, Section 1182(f) of Title 8, provides: 


Whenever the President finds that the 
entry of any aliens or of any class of 
aliens into the United States would 
be detrimental to the interests of the 
United States, he may by proclama- 
tion, and for such period as he shall 
deem necessary, suspend the entry of 
all aliens or any class of aliens as im- 
migrants or nonimmigrants, or impose 
on the entry of aliens any restriction 
he may deem to be appropriate. 


“Tt does not get much clearer than that, yet 
the 9th Circuit does not even cite, much 
less explain away, that statute,” Profes- 
sor Eastman charges. And as we noted 
in a February 10 online article for THE 
New AMERICAN (“Trump Travel Ban Un- 
constitutional? But Obama, Bush, Carter 
Travel Bans Constitutional?’”), President 
Trump’s order does not go beyond similar 
orders issued by Presidents Obama, Bush, 
and Carter restricting travel to the United 
States from some of the same countries. 

Myth #3: The executive order is “im- 
moral,” “severe,” “onerous,” and “un- 
conscionable.” 

Truth: The order is eminently sensible, 
considering the stakes involved and the 
escalating trend of violent extremist acts 
by Islamic jihadists all over the world. 
Remember, these are merely temporary 
travel and immigration restrictions, not a 
permanent ban. They are intended to in- 
ject some commonsense security measures 
into our overstressed, overstretched immi- 
gration and border security system, which 
has been leaking like a sieve for decades. 
Indeed, the argument can be made that we 
must go much further than Trump has at- 
tempted to go thus far. He has the statutory 
authority to reduce the annual refugee to- 
tals to 35,000, not just the 50,000 limit he 
set. Unfortunately, some legitimate immi- 
grants and travelers will be inconvenienced 
(and some may even suffer some hardship), 
but the paramount duty of the government 
of the United States is to protect the Ameri- 
can people (many of whom are themselves 
immigrants) from danger, not to solve all 
the world’s problems. 

Myth #4: The massive demonstra- 
tions throughout the country and around 
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Doing what he said: 


President Trump signs the 
executive order “Protecting 
the Nation from Foreign 
Terrorist Entry into the 
United States” on January 
27, 2017. 


the world prove that “the people” oppose 
Trump’s inhumane and vicious “ban.” 

Truth: The protests and riots over the 
Trump travel and immigration restrictions 
should not surprise anyone; they are but 
the continuation of the violent agenda of 
the radical anti-Trump forces that we have 
been witnessing through the past election 
year and during the inauguration/post-inau- 
guration period. These are not “the people” 
rising up in a grassroots movement. These 
are AstroTurf rent-a-mobs financed largely 
by George Soros and his ilk, as we have 
detailed in many reports in these pages over 
the years. This past August, for instance, we 
reported on the D.C. Rally for Refugees 
(“Soros Migration Rent-a-Mob Amps Up 
for Aug. 28 Wash., D.C. Refugee Rally”), 
which was a pep rally for the Obama-Unit- 
ed Nations Refugee Summit in September. 
And those events brought together all the 
same extreme-left groups that are now lead- 
ing the ongoing protests against the execu- 
tive order — and every other attempt to fix 
our broken immigrations system. 

But the bad news for the migration mis- 
fits and their media enablers is that “the 
people” — the real American people — 
approve of President Trump’s order. As 
the liberal-left, anti-Trump news website 
Vox reported on February 10, “Multiple 
polls find a majority approval of Trump’s 
executive order.” 

Myth #5: The Trump executive order 
will provide no security benefits since no 
terrorists have come from the seven coun- 
tries included in it. 

Truth: While challenging the basis for 
President Trump’s executive order, Judge 
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Robart, during his February 3 ruling, de- 
clared that there have been no terrorist at- 
tacks in the United States by refugees or 
immigrants from the countries designated 
in the order. In making that assertion he 
was repeating what many in the media had 
been claiming for days and weeks. A CNN 
headline on January 29 provided this ques- 
tion and answer: “How many fatal terror 
attacks have refugees carried out in the 
US? None.” The Atlantic carried a simi- 
lar title on the same day: “Syrian refugees 
have committed zero attacks in the United 
States.” Vox emphasized the supposedly 
minuscule threat with this deceptive head- 
line: “Terrorism by Muslims makes up one- 
third of 1 percent of all murders in the US.” 

To its credit, the usually liberal-tilted 
FactCheck at Associated Press ruled Judge 
Robart’s zero-terrorists claim as false. 
Last year Senator Jeff Sessions and the 
Senate Subcommittee on Immigration and 
the National Interest succeeded in prying 
lose from the Obama State Department a 
list of 580 individuals involved in terror- 
ist incidents. Committee researchers found 
that at least 380 of the 580 were foreign- 
born (71 were confirmed natural-born, 
and the remaining 129 are not known). 
At least 24 were initially admitted to the 
United States as refugees, and at least 33 
had overstayed their visas. Of those born 
abroad, at least 62 were from Pakistan, 
28 were from Lebanon, 22 were Palestin- 
ian, 21 were from Somalia, 20 were from 
Yemen, 19 were from Iraq, 16 were from 
Jordan, 17 were from Egypt, and 10 were 
from Afghanistan. (In the accompanying 
sidebar on pages 18 and 19, we provide 
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details on a number of the terrorists that 
Judge Robart claims don’t exist.) 

Myth #6: The security provisions in the 
Trump executive order are too costly, and, 
besides, refugees are an economic benefit. 

Truth: Alex Nowrasteh, an open-bor- 
ders libertarian at the Cato Institute, has 
been quoted widely concerning the suppos- 
edly too-high costs of implementing Presi- 
dent Trump’s immigration security plan. In 
a piece entitled ““Trump’s Deplorable Travel 
Ban” for Foreign Affairs, the journal of the 
Council on Foreign Relations, Nowrasteh 
claims the order “will do almost nothing to 
improve national security but will impose 
a great cost on Americans.” He argues, 
“Every dollar spent on screening refugees 
is a dollar that could have been spent else- 
where on reducing an even greater risk, 
such as homicide or domestic terrorism.” 
Others similarly argue that restricting refu- 
gee admittance will harm the United States 
economically by depriving us of their diver- 
sity, dynamism, and innovation. 

Senator Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.) pointed 
out last October, during Senate hearings 
on the Obama administration’s “refugee 
surge,” that the data do not support the 
refugees-as-economic-boon claim. He 
noted, “Recent statistics from the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services’ Of- 
fice of Refugee Resettlement indicate that 
75 percent of refugees receive food stamps 
and more than half receive free healthcare 
and cash welfare. For refugees from the 
Middle East, the numbers are even higher: 
More than 90% of recent Mideast refugees 
draw food stamps and about 70% receive 
free healthcare and cash welfare.” 

The statistics cited by Senator Sessions 
(now U.S. attorney general) tell only a 
small part of the big story on the economic 
costs of refugees. The U.S. Department of 
Health and Human Services, for instance, 
has a program of Individual Development 
Accounts (IDAs) for refugees to help 
them with “1. Home purchase; 2. Small 
business development; 3. Post-secondary 
education or training; 4. Automobile (for 
employment purposes).” Every dollar for 
those programs must come at the expense 
of struggling American tax-paying fami- 
lies. And of course, using Nowrasteh’s 
argument, every dollar so spent on refu- 
gees for “welfare” and “development” is 
one less dollar that could have been spent 
reducing security threats to Americans. 
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The U.S. Department of Education has made education worse, not better. A bill has been 
introduced in Congress to shut it down, but there’s a slim chance it will disappear. 
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Common coercion: The national Common Core education standards, widely criticized across 
the political spectrum, were imposed on states by the Obama administration’s use of bribes and 


threats through the Department of Education. 


by Alex Newman 


egislation to shut down the con- 
troversial and unconstitutional 
U.S. Department of Education 
was introduced in Congress on Febru- 
ary 7 by Representative Thomas Massie 
(R-Ky.), a leading constitutional conser- 
vative. The bill, H.R. 899, would help 
President Donald Trump follow through 
on campaign statements suggesting his 
desire to abolish the department, as well 
as the Obama-backed “Common Core” 
school standards. The legislation was in- 
troduced on the same day U.S. Education 
Secretary Betsy DeVos was confirmed by 
the Senate. 

The bill is literally only one sentence 
long, at least for now. “The Department 
of Education shall terminate on Decem- 
ber 31, 2018,” reads the text of the legis- 
lation. What would happen then with the 
dizzying array of unconstitutional fed- 
eral “education” programs, statutes, and 
decrees was not immediately clear. But 
sources on Capitol Hill said the focus was 
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on getting the ball rolling, with the details 
to be nailed down later. 

The bill was introduced with a good 
number of cosponsors, all of them among 
the more liberty-minded wing of the Re- 
publican Party, who take their oath to 
the U.S. Constitution seriously. Among 
the original cosponsors are congressmen 
Justin Amash (R-Mich.), Andy Biggs 
(R-Ariz.), Jason Chaffetz (R-Utah), Matt 
Gaetz (R-Fla.), Jody Hice (R-Ga.), Walter 
Jones (R-N.C.), and Ratl Labrador (R- 
Idaho). It was referred to the House Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 


Proud Partners 

In a statement released in conjunction 
with the bill, Congressman Massie, the 
lead sponsor, eloquently and succinctly 
explained why the U.S. Education De- 
partment needed to be shuttered. “Neither 
Congress nor the President, through his 
appointees, has the constitutional author- 
ity to dictate how and what our children 
must learn,” explained Massie, who has 
an almost-perfect score for his first two 
terms in Congress in THE NEW AMERICAN’S 


“Freedom Index,” a congressional score- 
card based on the U.S. Constitution. 
“Unelected bureaucrats in Washing- 
ton, D.C. should not be in charge of our 
children’s intellectual and moral devel- 
opment,” Massie observed. “States and 
local communities are best positioned to 
shape curricula that meet the needs of 
their students. Schools should be account- 
able. Parents have the right to choose the 
most appropriate educational opportunity 
for their children, including home school, 
public school, or private school.” 
Congressman Walter Jones, another one 
of the more Constitution-friendly mem- 
bers of Congress, also pointed out that 
the federal government has no legitimate 
business meddling in education. “For 
years, I have advocated returning educa- 
tion policy to where it belongs — the state 
and local level,” explained the conserva- 
tive lawmaker from North Carolina. “D.C. 
bureaucrats cannot begin to understand 
the needs of schools and [their] students 
on an individual basis. It is time that we 
get the feds out of the classroom, and ter- 
minate the Department of Education.” 
Yet another liberty-minded lawmaker, 
Representative Raul Labrador of Idaho, 
touted the benefits of local control over 
education policy. “I’ve always been a pro- 
ponent of empowering parents, teachers 
and local school boards who best know 
our children and their needs,” said the con- 
gressman. “Eliminating the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Education is the most important 
step we in Congress can take in returning 
decision making to the local level.” 
Freshman Congressman Andy Biggs of 
Arizona, meanwhile, noted that the federal 
education bureaucracy played a massive 
role in imposing the current educational di- 
saster afflicting America’s children. “Edu- 
cation of our students should lie primarily 
with parents, teachers, and state and local 
officials who know how to meet their in- 
dividual needs best,” he explained. “Since 
its inception, the Department of Education 
has grown into an unrecognizable federal 
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The bill is literally only one sentence long, at least for 
now. “The Department of Education shall terminate on 
December 31, 2018,” reads the text of the legislation. 


beast, and its policies have helped foster 
Common Core across the country. It is 
time the one-size-fits-all approach by the 
federal government is ended and authority 
is returned to the local level.” 

And Representative Amash, who early 
on congratulated his friend DeVos on her 
nomination and said he looked forward 
to working with her to dismantle federal 
education mandates, highlighted the Con- 
stitution again. “Our Constitution reserves 
the power over education to the states, 
and Rep. Amash has consistently sup- 
ported putting parents and teachers back 
in control,” his spokesperson was quoted 
as saying in local media reports. “While 
relatively little federal money for public 
education comes from Washington, fed- 
eral bureaucracy and mandates reduce the 
total amount of resources available to pub- 
lic schools and cannot properly account 
for the individualized needs of students.” 

In a press release announcing the bill, 
the lawmakers behind the effort noted that 
the U.S. Department of Education began 
operations in 1980. But it was hardly un- 
controversial. In fact, the next year, in 
an address to the nation on his program 
for economic recovery, President Ronald 
Reagan — an icon among GOP voters and 
Americans generally — touted his desire 
to shut down the unconstitutional bureau- 
cracy altogether. 

As the third step in his proposed plan, 
President Reagan called for shutting down 
two Cabinet departments — education 
and energy. 

“There’s only one way to shrink the size 
and cost of big government, and that is by 
eliminating agencies that are not needed 
and are getting in the way of a solution,” 
Reagan said. “Now, we don’t need an En- 
ergy Department to solve our basic energy 
problem. As long as we let the forces of 
the marketplace work without undue in- 
terference, the ingenuity of consumers, 
business, producers, and inventors will 
do that for us.” 

“Similarly, education is the principal 
responsibility of local school systems, 
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teachers, parents, citizen boards, and State 
governments,” the popular president con- 
tinued in his speech. “By eliminating the 
Department of Education less than 2 years 
after it was created, we can not only re- 
duce the budget but ensure that local needs 
and preferences, rather than the wishes of 
Washington, determine the education of 
our children.” 

Unfortunately for America and the Con- 
stitution, the U.S. Education Department 
continued to exist, and to accumulate more 
and more power, money, and control over 
schools nationwide — squandering hun- 
dreds of billions of dollars while making 
education worse. Since the Reagan admin- 
istration, Republicans at all levels of gov- 
ernment have paid lip-service to shutting 
down the unconstitutional bureaucracy. 
But they now control the White House and 
both houses of Congress, giving the GOP 
and conservative Americans a historic op- 
portunity to follow through. 


Trump Has Touted It 

And indeed, Trump has long touted the 
idea of shutting down the whole opera- 
tion. “A lot of people believe the Depart- 
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ment of Education should just be elimi- 
nated — get rid of it,” Trump said in one 
of many similar statements on the cam- 
paign trail. “If we don’t eliminate it com- 
pletely, we certainly need to cut its power 
and reach.” The solution, he suggested, 
would be to go back to what the Constitu- 
tion explicitly requires — absolutely no 
federal role in education. 

“Education has to be run locally,’ Trump 
also said. “Common Core, No Child Left 
Behind, and Race to the Top are all pro- 
grams that take decisions away from 
parents and local school boards. These 
programs allow the progressives in the De- 
partment of Education to indoctrinate, not 
educate, our kids. What they are doing does 
not fit the American model of governance. 
I am totally against these programs and the 
Department of Education. It’s a disaster. 
We cannot continue to fail our children — 
the very future of this nation.” 

Of course, despite the lack of constitu- 
tional authority to do so, even before the 
U.S. Department of Education was offi- 
cially established during President Jimmy 
Carter’s administration, the federal gov- 
ernment had already started meddling in 
education. In fact, for decades, the un- 
constitutional U.S. Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, created without 
Congress by an out-of-control President 
Dwight Eisenhower, was quietly expand- 
ing its influence over schooling across 
America under various guises. 


Whom to thank: Representative Thomas Massie (R-Ky.), the sponsor of the bill to shut down the 
U.S. Department of Education, is a leading constitutional conservative with a nearly perfect score 


on the “Freedom Index.” 
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Mixed message: President Trump’s Education Secretary Betsy DeVos, a billionaire philanthropist 
who has backed Common Core, was sworn in the same day the bill to shut down the Department of 
Education was introduced in Congress, and despite Trump’s stated aversion to Common Core. 


Since then, Congress has continued to 
pass massive and completely unconsti- 
tutional education schemes purporting to 
usurp power over education that was specif- 
ically reserved to the states and the people 
under the Constitution’s 10th Amendment. 
Most recently, Democrats and establish- 
ment Republicans passed the “Every Stu- 
dent Succeeds Act” — a gargantuan edu- 
cational monstrosity celebrated by Obama 
as a “Christmas miracle” — usurping even 
more unconstitutional powers under the 
demonstrably fraudulent guise of return- 
ing power to the states. The bill even funds 
the creation of “full-service community 
schools” that would all but replace parents. 
It also expands “school choice” programs 
with federal tax dollars, which would come 
with the proverbial strings attached, at least 
in the long run. 


Making Sure Dead Means Gone 

Advocates of shutting down the Educa- 
tion Department and restoring local con- 
trol celebrated the new bill, but called 
for a few amendments to ensure that the 
federal tentacles would not continue to 
exert influence over schools. Sheri Few, 
president of the national grassroots group 
United States Parents Involved in Edu- 
cation (USPIE), noted that her organiza- 
tion’s mission is actually to end the U.S. 
Department of Education and all federal 
mandates relating to education. “So, we 
are very pleased to learn of Rep. Massie’s 
bill and we are grateful to bill sponsors for 
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taking the lead on this important issue,” 
Few said in a written statement. 

“However, if we really want the feds out 
of the education business, we should advo- 
cate that ALL federal education programs 
be closed,” Few continued. “For example, 
closing USED without eliminating the 
federally funded testing consortia, leaves 
the potential for the consortia (SBAC and 
PARCC) to remain in their role as an in- 
stitutional mechanism that perpetuates 
Common Core and the same re-branded 
national standards. Therefore, any effort to 
shut down USED must include a sunset of 
the federal testing consortia.” 

The grassroots education group also rec- 
ommended an amendment to the legislation 
that would require Education Secretary 
DeVos to present the department’s closure 
plan to Congress “for transparency and 
approval,” Few said. With state chapters 
across America, the group has been work- 
ing hard to restore local control of educa- 
tion, in part by advocating an end to the 
U.S. Education Department. The activists 
will continue working toward that mission 
in the months ahead. (This writer volun- 
teers on the group’s advisory board.) 

Another example of federal overreach 
that has some conservative education 
experts and analysts concerned is a plan 
hatched by Marc Tucker of the National 
Center on Education and the Economy to 
transform the 50 state education depart- 
ments into clones of the federal depart- 
ment — all while abolishing local elected 
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school boards. In essence, the argument 
goes, now that the federal government 
has helped impose 50 mini versions of 
itself on the states, the federal depart- 
ment is no longer even necessary to the 
long-term agenda of nationalizing (and 
globalizing) education. 

One possible way to stop state educa- 
tion departments from becoming regional 
administrative units of the Department 
of Education via federal money and con- 
trols would be for states to quit accepting 
federal dollars — and the strings attached 
to them — and then proceed to abol- 
ish their own state education agencies. 
At that point, schooling and education 
could be left completely in the hands of 
local communities, schools, and elected 
boards, fostering competition and local 
control. Indeed, early American pub- 
lic education, which was demonstrably 
superior to what passes for “education” 
today, was handled almost exclusively at 
the local level. 

Whether Education Secretary DeVos 
will get on board with the agenda to abol- 
ish her department, pushed by the Re- 
publican lawmakers and even President 
Trump on the campaign trail, remains to 
be seen. However, shortly after Trump 
selected her, a statement was released in- 
dicating that DeVos planned to work on 
“higher national standards.” Critics ex- 
pressed serious concern. While she quick- 
ly released a statement distancing herself 
from the politically toxic Common Core 
scheme imposed on America with bribes 
and bullying from Obama’s Education De- 
partment, DeVos has not publicly called 
for abolishing the unconstitutional agency 
she now leads. 

The billionaire “school choice” advo- 
cate, who was viciously opposed by teach- 
ers’ unions and the far-left, along with some 
opposition on the Right, was narrowly 
confirmed in a historic 51-50 Senate vote 
on February 7. Vice President Mike Pence 
cast the deciding vote to break the tie after 
two liberal Republicans broke ranks and 
sided with Democrats. But if conservatives 
wanting to abolish the U.S. Department of 
Education get their way, DeVos may soon 
be out of a job anyway. For schoolchildren, 
the Constitution, and real school choice, 
that would be excellent news. But the real 
battle to “make education great again” will 
only be just beginning. Hl 
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From Trump's Education Department? 


At the moment President Trump’s plans having to do with education are unclear, though 
he has seemed definite in the past. Here’s what we know so far. 


by Alex Newman 


n the campaign trail, Trump prom- 
ised big things when it came to 
American education. From dis- 
mantling the national Common Core “edu- 
cation” standards imposed by Obama and 
ending the “indoctrination” of children by 
“progressives,” to possibly even abolish- 
ing the U.S. Department of Education, 
Trump hit all the important conservative 
talking points. He also made expanding 
“school choice” a key focus of his edu- 
cation agenda, drawing mixed reactions 
among conservatives and libertarians — 
and fury from the teachers’ unions, the 
government-school lobbies, and the large- 
ly Democrat politicians they bankroll. 
Now that Trump’s Education Secre- 
tary Betsy DeVos has been confirmed by 
the U.S. Senate with a razor-thin margin, 
Americans can likely expect some changes 
on education — possibly even some signif- 
icant ones. How much of that will be posi- 
tive or even constitutionally authorized, 
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though, remains to be seen. Unfortunately 
for American children, after a century of 
“progressive” government-controlled edu- 
cation, even if Trump were to do every- 
thing in his power to make education great 
again, it would only represent a baby step 
in the right direction. But considering what 
is known so far, even those baby steps are 
not guaranteed. And there is a chance that, 
counter-intuitively, perhaps, the situation 
could get even worse if Americans do not 
remain involved and vigilant. 


One of Trump’s most frequent pledges on 
the campaign trail was to crush Common 
Core, a federally funded set of establish- 
ment-developed national K-12 school 
standards. The controversial plot, which 
critics and experts say dumbs down stu- 
dents, was quietly imposed on the states 
by the Obama administration using illegal 
bribes and threats. The promise of end- 
ing the politically toxic standards, which 


have been exposed by critics from across 
the political spectrum, energized many 
of Trump’s supporters as very few other 
issues could. Indeed, millions of parents 
and teachers had been doing everything 
they could to stop the scheme, only to 
be confronted with out-of-touch politi- 
cians and bureaucrats willing to do any- 
thing for continued federal funding. So 
when Trump spoke clearly and frequently 
against Common Core on the campaign 
trail, it was music to his supporters’ ears. 

“Common Core is a total disaster,” he 
said in a video during the election. “We 
can’t let it continue.” In a separate video, 
he vowed to end the radical scheme to 
nationalize and even globalize American 
education. “We’re going to end Com- 
mon Core, we’re going to have education 
an absolute priority,” Trump promised. 
“Education has to be run locally,” Trump 
said. “Common Core, No Child Left Be- 
hind, and Race to the Top are all programs 
that take decisions away from parents 
and local school boards. These programs 
allow the progressives in the Department 
of Education to indoctrinate, not educate, 
our kids. What they are doing does not fit 
the American model of governance. I am 
totally against these programs and the De- 
partment of Education. It’s a disaster. We 
cannot continue to fail our children — the 
very future of this nation.” 

The right words continued to be said 
even after his election. But right out of the 
gate, Trump’s actions suggested his zeal- 
ous anti-Common Core supporters might 
be left disappointed. When he nominated 
billionaire philanthropist DeVos, who had 
a history of supporting Common Core, 
hearts sank across America, even among 
some of Trump’s most loyal backers. Mak- 
ing matters even worse, Trump’s team put 
out a statement announcing DeVos that said 
the administration would now be pursuing 
“higher national standards.” DeVos has tried 
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to ease concerns by speaking out against 
Common Core, and some conservative edu- 
cation leaders have called for giving her a 
chance. But there are reasons for concern. 

Even Breitbart News, which has 
emerged as a sort of pro-Trump counter- 
weight to the pro-Clinton establishment 
media, immediately pounced on the news 
of her selection. “Donald Trump An- 
nounces Pro-Common Core Betsy DeVos 
as Education Secretary” read the explosive 
headline at Breitbart. The article highlight- 
ed numerous links between DeVos, whom 
the Trump transition team touted as a “bril- 
liant and passionate education advocate,” 
and the establishment groups behind the 
radical national standards Trump so regu- 
larly denounced. Among other points, 
Karen Braun of Stop Common Core in 
Michigan noted DeVos’ close ties to the 
pro-Common Core Great Lakes Education 
Project (GLEP), which played a key role 
in ensuring the survival of the standards 
in Michigan. DeVos has also been a key 
booster of “charter” schools, which, due 
to government funding, are also required 
to use Common Core. 

As outrage grew among Trump’s sup- 
porters, DeVos immediately sprang into 
action, releasing a public statement dis- 
avowing Common Core after years of 
battling supporters of local control in 
Michigan and beyond. “I am not a sup- 
porter [of Common Core] — period,” she 
wrote in a statement on social media and 
her website. “I do support high standards, 
strong accountability, and local control. 
When governors such as John Engler, 
Mike Huckabee, and Mike Pence were 
driving the conversation on voluntary 
high standards driven by local voices, it 
all made sense. Have organizations that I 
have been a part of supported Common 
Core? Of course. But that’s not my posi- 
tion. Sometimes it’s not just students who 
need to do their homework. However, 
along the way, it got turned into a federal- 
ized boondoggle.” The statement sparked 
even more confusion. 

Trump and his team also jumped in to 
defend the education nominee, a wealthy 
heiress who has donated huge sums to 
the establishment wing of the GOP, to 
the Clinton Foundation, to globalist Jeb 
Bush’s “education” schemes, and to other 
questionable causes. “Under her leader- 
ship we will reform the U.S. education 
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system and break the bureaucracy that is 
holding our children back so that we can 
deliver world-class education and school 
choice to all families,” Trump said. A 
spokesman for the Trump transition team, 
Jason Miller, also released a statement 
claiming that, by joining the adminis- 
tration, DeVos had agreed to adhere to 
Trump’s positions. “The President-elect 
has been consistent and very clear in his 
opposition to Common Core,” Miller was 
quoted as saying. “Anybody joining the 
Administration is signing on to the Presi- 
dent-elect’s platform and vision for mov- 
ing America forward.” 

Still, in a readout from the transition team 
summarizing the meeting between Trump 
and DeVos, the discussion was described as 
being “focused on the Common Core mis- 
sion, and setting higher national standards 
and promoting the growth of school choice 
across the nation.” Setting “higher national 
standards” immediately raised alarm bells 
across America, making it sound as though 
Trump and DeVos were plotting Common 
Core 2.0 in defiance of the Constitution and 
campaign pledges of local control. Very 
little was reported on the “higher national 
standards” remark. Requests for clarifica- 
tion were not answered. And eventually, the 
statement was quietly taken offline, leav- 
ing analysts to wonder what, exactly, was 
meant by it. The U.S. Constitution and fed- 
eral law both prohibit federal involvement 
in standards and curricula. 


School choice or school chains? Trump and DeVos are major boosters of “school choice” using 


DeVos is also reportedly close to estab- 
lishment, globalist-minded Senator Lamar 
Alexander, a key “education” point-man 
in the GOP responsible for the Every Stu- 
dent Succeeds Act (ESSA) that Obama 
described as a “Christmas miracle.” The 
scheme, which cements Common Core 
in place, was celebrated by Obama’s edu- 
cation chief Arne Duncan, who bragged 
about conspiring with establishment Re- 
publicans to get it through. “Embedded 
in the law are the values that we’ve pro- 
moted and proposed forever,” explained 
Duncan, who boasted of using education 
as a “weapon” with his partner UNESCO 
to transform children into “green” global 
citizens. “The core of our agenda from 
Day One, that’s all in there — early child- 
hood [“education”], high standards [Com- 
mon Core], not turning a blind eye when 
things are bad. For the first time in our na- 
tion’s history, that’s the letter of the law.” 


Another key theme of Trump’s campaign, 
as well as his education secretary’s signa- 
ture issue, is the idea of “school choice.” 
Just days into his administration, the 
president issued a proclamation in honor 
of “National School Choice Week.” In 
the document, Trump offered perhaps the 
clearest signals yet on what sort of devel- 
opments might be expected on the educa- 
tion front over the next four years. Unfor- 
tunately, some of it is not constitutional. 
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tax money for charter and private schools, which studies show crowd out independent schools 


and result in less religious activity for churches. 
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And experts say there are massive risks 
associated with the agenda, which has 
also been pushed by establishment forces 
in both parties. 

Among other elements, Trump called 
on state and federal lawmakers to expand 
“school choice,” by which he means al- 
locating more taxpayer dollars to private, 
religious, and charter schools. Lawmak- 
ers in Congress responded right away, 
with Representative Steve King (R-Iowa) 
and Representative Andy Harris (R-Md.) 
introducing H.R. 610. Essentially, the leg- 
islation would send federal education dol- 
lars to the state governments as “grants,” 
and then have states use the money to 
provide vouchers for public, private, and 
homeschooled students. While the bill 
does do some positive things — repeal the 
unconstitutional Elementary and Second- 
ary Education Act (ESEA), for example — 
it also presents enormous dangers. 

Aside from constitutional problems with 
a “school choice” program at the federal 
level, there is a wide array of concerns with 
the broader agenda among conservatives 
and liberals alike. In fact, some critics say 
the “school choice” agenda is a key ele- 
ment of the globalist establishment’s plan 
to undermine educational freedom. While 
virtually everyone today acknowledges 


that there are systemic and catastrophic 
problems with the current government-ed- 
ucation model, critics on both sides of the 
political spectrum have long been opposed 
to the so-called school choice agenda — al- 
beit for very different reasons. 

Public-school teachers unions, self- 
styled “progressives,” and government- 
education monopolists dislike the idea of 
losing any share of the hundreds of bil- 
lions in tax funding flowing to government 
schools, not to mention the virtual monop- 
oly on the minds of young Americans. On 
the other side, though, critics warn that the 
“school choice” agenda is a major threat 
to genuine choice. Among other concerns, 
studies show that government-controlled 
charter schools and similar programs tend 
to crowd out truly independent schools. 
And schools that take tax funding end up 
being controlled by government. What the 
government funds, the government con- 
trols, of course. 

Already, at least half of all states have 
“voucher” programs that can be used for 
private schools, and just a handful remains 
of states that do not have “charter school” 
laws. And it is not surprising. So-called 
school choice has become a rallying cry 
for many conservatives and libertarians, 
many of whom were delighted by Trump’s 


The gift that keeps on taking: |t remains unclear what Trump and DeVos may do with the “Every 
Student Succeeds Act,” a law cementing Common Core passed by establishment Republicans 


and dubbed a “Christmas miracle” by Obama. 


28 


—— 


AP Images 


support for the issue. The thinking goes 
that, if competition is good — and sup- 
porters of free markets must agree that it 
is — then having government introduce 
some additional competition into educa- 
tion must be good as well. It sounds simple 
enough. And some “choice” schools have 
indeed succeeded in providing a better 
education than the dumbed-down public 
schools controlled by Washington, D.C., 
today. That much is undeniable. 

However, in the case of vouchers for 
ostensibly private schools, and the cre- 
ation of charter schools as they have 
been implemented in most states across 
America, the result has been, perversely, 
a decline in real choice. That is because 
once schools start accepting government 
money, they also must accept government 
regulation, including Bible bans and a pro- 
hibition on anything deemed “religious,” 
the establishment’s terrible Common Core 
standards that Trump campaigned against, 
and other counterproductive policies that 
make good education almost impossible. 

The decline in real choice is well docu- 
mented. According to a study by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York that focused on 
the effect of charter school proliferation in 
DeVos’ home state of Michigan, the intro- 
duction and expansion of tax-funded char- 
ter schools, which must conform to destruc- 
tive federal and state regulatory regimes 
and dumbed-down standards, crowded out 
genuinely independent education. “We find 
robust evidence of a decline in enrollment 
in private schools,” the researchers found, 
calling the effect “modest” and noting that 
Catholic and other religious schools suf- 
fered from declines similar to non-religious 
private schools. 

“When we consider the failed state of 
American public schools, I certainly un- 
derstand the push for school choice,” ex- 
plained Dr. Duke Pesta, academic director 
at FreedomProject Academy, an indepen- 
dent online K-12 school providing classical 
education based on Judeo-Christian values. 
“The problem, however, is that charter and 
voucher schools are not really ‘choice’ if all 
they offer are different platforms to deliver 
exactly the same politicized, ineffective 
schooling models. All charter and voucher 
schools take state and/or federal money to 
function. That means states can — and are 
— requiring these schools to conform to 
Common Core methods and testing.” 
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Options: As federally controlled public schools continue to fail America’s children, homeschooling 
and independent private schools free of government control offer hope to parents. 


The school Pesta leads, though, is dif- 
ferent, vowing to remain independent 
no matter what. “At FreedomProject 
Academy, we refuse all state and federal 
money,” he said. “Because we are not be- 
holden to these entities — the very forces 
that have weakened and politicized our 
kids’ education — we are free to teach a 
Classical curriculum and incorporate Ju- 
deo-Christian values. Real school choice 
means opting for schools completely 
outside the orbit of one-size-fits-all big 
government education. FreedomProject 
Academy is that choice.” 

Meanwhile, Charlotte Iserbyt, a senior 
advisor at the U.S. Department of Educa- 
tion under Ronald Reagan and the author 
of the book The Deliberate Dumbing 
Down of America, was even more critical. 
Iserbyt has taken a hard line against the 
use of tax dollars by schools that do not 
operate under the control of elected local 
school boards, labeling it “taxation with- 
out representation.” 

But the real agenda is even more sinister, 
according to Iserbyt, who has spent decades 
studying education, education policy, and 
the establishment’s globalist plans. The ul- 
timate goal behind “school choice,” Iserbyt 
said, is to have government and the estab- 
lishment end up in charge of all education, 
cutting parents and communities out of the 
decision-making process. “School choice, 
as it is being offered to Americans by Presi- 
dent Trump and the elitists on the right and 
the left, is NO CHOICE,” she told THE NEw 
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AMERICAN in an e-mail. “What the govern- 
ment funds the government controls. What 
government funds, in partnership with in- 
dustry, is corporate fascism.” 

Indeed, precisely such a process oc- 
curred in Sweden. First, the government 
began offering “vouchers” in the early 
1990s so that parents could put their chil- 
dren in any school they wanted — private, 
religious, public, and beyond. It was also 
marketed as “school choice,” and was very 
popular across the political spectrum. In 
2010, though, it all came crashing down 
and the trap closed when Parliament de- 
cided that, since taxpayers fund all the 
schools, all of the schools would need to 
teach exclusively from the government’s 
totalitarian curriculum. 

Despite the recent uproar among Dem- 
ocrats over the Trump administration’s 
perceived educational agenda, presidents 
Clinton and Obama were also strong 
boosters of charter schools and “school 
choice” — and not because they wanted 
to help American children become well- 
educated. In fact, as THE NEw AMERICAN 
reported in late 2015, Obama celebrated as 
a “Christmas miracle” the totalitarian and 
unconstitutional “Every Student Succeeds 
Act” (ESSA) passed by establishment Re- 
publicans. Among other schemes, the stat- 
ute dramatically expanded federal funding 
for “charter” schools and “choice.” 

While it is almost certain that govern- 
ment-controlled “school choice” will ex- 
pand in the coming years, how that might 


affect homeschooling — if at all — re- 
mains unclear. In his proclamation on 
choice, Trump touted homeschooling. And 
in a 2013 interview, DeVos praised home- 
schooling as “another perfectly valid edu- 
cational option.” “We’ve seen more and 
more people opt for homeschooling, in- 
cluding in urban areas,” she added. ““What 
you’re seeing is parents who are fed up 
with their lack of power to do anything 
about where their kids are assigned to go 
to school. To the extent that homeschool- 
ing puts parents back in charge of their 
kids’ education, more power to them.” 

So, unlike Obama’s education secretary 
who questioned whether homeschool- 
ers were getting the “education” they 
“need,” the new administration appears 
friendly to home educators. But concerns 
are still being expressed. The same bill 
in Congress to expand “school choice” 
would send federal dollars to state gov- 
ernments, with a mandate that states spend 
the money on vouchers that would follow 
students to private schools. Homeschool- 
ing advocates, though, promptly sounded 
the alarm, because the bill would also 
order states that take the money to pro- 
vide funding for homeschool families. 
And with government funding, regulation 
will inevitably follow. 


No Comment on Closing 

In addition to crushing Common Core 
and expanding school choice, Trump also 
spoke regularly of shutting down the en- 
tire Education Department. Whether that 
will happen remains to be seen, but a bill 
has already been introduced in Congress 
to do that. (See article on page 23) Since 
taking office, neither Trump nor DeVos 
has commented on that. 

There is still much to be concerned with. 
But there are also some reasons for opti- 
mism. It took progressives, humanists, and 
the establishment more than a century to 
destroy genuine education in America, and 
so fixing it will not be easy. But America’s 
children, and therefore America’s future, 
depend on getting it right. That means mak- 
ing American education great again must 
be done. Unfortunately, it remains unclear 
whether Trump will be willing and able 
to do what is necessary to even begin that 
process. But in the meantime, homeschool- 
ing and independent schools offer hope for 
those with school-age children. Mf 
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A Surprising Encounter 


Jason White, a dentist from Lubbock, 
Texas, told today.com that he and his 
friends stopped at Busboys and Poets in 
Washington, D.C., for lunch on Monday, 
January 23 before catching a flight home. 
They had been in D.C. to watch President 
Trump’s inauguration. 

Busboys and Poets is known for pro- 
moting political activism and social jus- 
tice. Many of the customers in the restau- 
rant were wearing Women’s March pins, 
in support of the anti-Trump “Women’s 
March.” When the men walked into the 
establishment, they feared that they might 
be out of place, particularly since one of 
the men was wearing a pro-Trump Make 
America Great Again hat. 

“We started getting looks,” White, 37, 
told today.com. “I told my friend, you 
need to take your hat off. I don’t want 
people to think we’re coming in here to 
flaunt our Trump stuff. We’re just coming 
here to have lunch.” 

They were greeted by their waitress, a 
young black woman named Rosalynd Har- 
ris, who had attended the Women’s March 
and is not a supporter of the president. She 
treated the men in an incredibly friendly 
manner. “She started laughing when we 
said we were from West Texas and she 
said, ‘I can tell you’re from the South,” 
White said. “I said, ‘What’s your favorite 
thing on the menu?’ She said the avocado 
panini is delicious, and I love avocado, so 
I got that.... It was a relief for both of us. 
This was just lunch.” 

He explained, “We interacted like regu- 
lar human beings, not white, not black, not 
Trump supporter, not black waitress.” 

White was so touched by the hospitable 
treatment he received from the waitress 
after fully expecting to experience tension 
and rude treatment that he left her a $450 
tip on their $72.60 bill, in honor of Trump 
being the 45th president. White also wrote 
a note on the tip: “We may come from dif- 
ferent cultures and may disagree on cer- 
tain issues, but if everyone would share 
their smile and kindness like you ... our 
country will come together as one people.” 

The story went viral after the restaurant 
posted a picture of the receipt on Twitter. 

Harris was understandably surprised and 
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touched by the extremely generous tip. She 
called their encounter a “beautiful story.” 
“This definitely reshaped my perspective. 
Republican, Democrat, liberal are all sub- 
categories to what we are experiencing,” 
she said. “It instills a lot of hope.” 


Give and Take 


A restaurant owner in Dallas has started a 
program in front of her restaurant that al- 
lows people to take or donate jackets and 
other outerwear to help others in need. 

Emilia Flores placed a banner in front 
of her restaurant that reads: “Are you 
cold? Take one. Do you want to help? 
Leave one.” Underneath the banner is a 
rack of coats. 

Flores told WFAA, the ABC affiliate 
in Dallas, that she believes this will allow 
people who need a coat not to be embar- 
rassed by having to ask. “I thought it was 
a good idea to provide a space for people 
to do something for somebody else, and 
for people who needed something to come 
and get it without feeling embarrassed 
about it,” she explains. “They don’t have 
to ask for charity. They don’t have to ask 
for something. They just come and pick 
what they need and leave.” 

Sadly, the rack was stolen four times 
last year, reported WFAA, but that has 
not stopped Flores from continuing with 
her efforts. What’s more, she has inspired 
other area businesses to do the same, CBS 
DFW reported. 

“T think people are hungry for ways 
to be kind and generous,” said Flores. 
“T didn’t know if it would catch on but 
it has.” 


An Incredible Sacrifice 


Kiersten Miles is a young college student 
from Wall, New Jersey, who thought noth- 
ing of giving up an organ to save the life 
of a baby whom she had known for just a 
short few weeks, reported the New York 
Daily News. 

Miles was hired to serve as a nanny for 
nine-month-old Talia Rosko in June 2016. 
Rosko was born with a rare liver disease 
that had the potential to be deadly if not 
treated within the first few years of her 
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life. She needed a transplant if she was to 
live to see her second birthday, according 
to her doctors. 

Miles was curious about the process of 
organ donation and decided to get tested to 
see if she was a match for Talia. It turned 
out she was, and it did not take long for her 
to decide to move forward with donating a 
portion of her liver. 

After a 14-hour surgery at the Chil- 
dren’s Hospital of Philadelphia in Janu- 
ary, Miles and Rosko are both happy and 
healthy. 

“After going through the entire process 
from start to finish, I would 100 percent do 
it again. I think it’s very important (that) 
people know exactly what they are volun- 
teering to do and what the recovery is like, 
but it’s such a small price to pay in com- 
parison to saving a life,” said Kiersten. 


Salaries for Charity 


An October fire at El Moro Spirits and 
Tavern in Durango, Colorado, forced its 
owners to close its doors, but rather than 
allow their workers to lose their regular 
wages, restaurant management decided to 
continue to pay their employees to volun- 
teer for local causes until they could return 
to their jobs at the restaurant. 

“We impressed upon them that the com- 
munity here has embraced us since we 
opened our doors, so it only makes sense 
to have some reciprocity there in terms of 
giving back to the local nonprofits,” said 
general manager David Woodruff. 

A number of local organizations bene- 
fited from the generous offer of El Moro’s 
management, including La Plata County 
Humane Society, Sexual Assault Services 
Organization, Wolfwood Refuge, and pro- 
grams for individuals with developmental 
disorders, the Christian Science Monitor 
reported. 

The company’s generosity paid off, as 
36 of the 42 staffers that worked for the 
restaurant at the time of the fire returned to 
work when the restaurant reopened at the 
end of January. “Keeping that staff around 
is a big testament to this company, and it’s 
a real honor to be a part of it,” said assis- 
tant general manager Lucas Hess. Ml 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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What for? U.S. Marines took Baghdad during the Iraq War. But after it became apparent that 


there were no WMDs in the country, many Americans wondered why we went to war. 


by Steve Byas 


fter thousands of e-mails from the 
A Democratic National Committee 

(DNC) damaging to Hillary Clin- 
ton’s presidential campaign were released 
by WikiLeaks in the weeks leading up to 
the 2016 election, Clinton attempted to di- 
vert attention away from the e-mails them- 
selves. In the second presidential debate, 
she claimed “our intelligence community 
just came out and said in the last few days 
that the Kremlin, meaning Putin and the 
Russian government, are directing the at- 
tacks, the hacking on American [e-mail] 
accounts to influence our election.” 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


In the third and final debate, Clinton 
said that Russian President Vladimir Putin 
wanted “a puppet [Trump] as president of 
the United States.” 

Indeed, as we reported in the February 
20 edition of THE NEW AMERICAN, “In the 
weeks between Trump’s election and his 
inauguration, the intelligence community 
released two reports to the public claiming 
that the leaked DNC and Clinton e-mails 
and documents were the work of Russian 
state-sponsored hackers,” all designed to 
elect Trump. 

“These are the same people that said 
Saddam Hussein had weapons of mass de- 
struction,” responded the Trump transition 


team to the report that the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency (CIA) had concluded that 
Russia intervened in the presidential elec- 
tion to help Republican Donald Trump de- 
feat Democrat opponent Hillary Clinton. 

The Trump team’s response to such 
claims raises an important question: Can 
we trust the accuracy of reports from the 
CIA and other elements of the American 
intelligence community? To answer that 
question, it will be useful to look more 
closely at the events referred to above by 
the Trump team. 


WMDs and Ties to Terror 


Perhaps the best-known example of false 
information coming from the American 
intelligence community and an American 
presidential administration was the serial 
duplicity fed the American people and the 
Congress when they were told that Sad- 
dam Hussein was a threat to the United 
States because of his close ties to the al- 
Qaeda terror network and his supposed 
possession of weapons of mass destruc- 
tion (WMDs), such as biological, chemi- 
cal, and even nuclear weapons. 

The false claims led to the U.S. inva- 
sion of Iraq and the loss of thousands of 
American lives and trillions of dollars of 
American treasure. It also led to the loss 
of many Iraqi noncombatants, including 
women and children, and an even more 
dangerous Middle East. 

After the Persian Gulf War of 1991, the 
Iraqi government had agreed to destroy 
all of its WMDs and cease its WMD pro- 
grams. It also agreed that inspectors from 
the United Nations would be allowed ac- 
cess to the country to verify that this was 
being done. This was accomplished over 
the next seven years, until UN inspec- 
tors left the country, saying that Iraq was 
no longer cooperating with them. Presi- 
dent Bill Clinton then launched bomb- 
ing strikes on targets inside Iraq in 1998, 
causing Iraq’s refusal to allow inspectors 
back in. 

The atmosphere changed dramatically 
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after the September 11, 2001 attacks upon 
the World Trade Center in New York City 
and on the Pentagon. Claiming fear that 
Iraq might be in league with Islamic ter- 
rorists, the George W. Bush administration 
threatened force, if necessary, to disarm 
Hussein of his reputed WMDs and remove 
him from power. The principal argument 
for this “regime change” was two-fold: 
Iraq had WMDs and was in league with 
al-Qaeda, the Islamic terrorist group be- 
hind the 9/11 attacks. 

One cannot understand the willingness 
of the American people and the Congress 
to go to war against Iraq without both of 
these assertions. In fact, President Bush 
made this connection in October 2002, 
in very stark terms: “America must not 
ignore the threat gathering against us. 
Facing clear evidence of peril, we cannot 
wait for the final proof — the smoking 
gun — that could come in the form of a 
mushroom cloud.” 

In his January 28, 2003 State of the 
Union Address, President Bush was very 
specific in charging that Iraq still had 
large stockpiles of WMDs: “The United 
Nations concluded in 1999 that Saddam 
Hussein had biological weapons suf- 
ficient to produce over 25,000 liters of 
anthrax — enough doses to kill several 
million people. He hasn’t accounted for 
that material. He’s given no evidence 
that he has destroyed it. The United Na- 
tions concluded that Saddam Hussein had 
materials sufficient to produce more than 
38,000 liters of botulinum toxin — enough 
to subject millions of people to death by 
respiratory failure. He hadn’t accounted 
for that material. He’s given no evidence 
that he has destroyed it. Our intelligence 
officials estimate that Saddam Hussein 
had the materials to produce as much as 
500 tons of sarin, mustard and VX nerve 
agent. In such quantities, these chemical 
agents could also kill untold thousands. 
He’s not accounted for these materials. 
He has given no evidence that he has de- 
stroyed them.” 


Model intelligence? Before President George W. Bush launched the invasion of Iraq, his 
predecessor, President Bill Clinton, had already relied on American “intelligence” to cast Saddam 
Hussein not only as a bad guy (which he was), but as a serious threat to America. 


During the address, Bush raised the 
specter of the “mushroom cloud” — nu- 
clear weapons — again, with backing from 
“intelligence.” Interestingly, however, this 
time he did not cite American intelligence 
agencies, but rather British intelligence. 
Speaking to a joint session of Congress, 
and a large television audience, Bush said, 
“The International Atomic Energy Agency 
confirmed in the 1990s that Saddam Hus- 
sein had an advanced nuclear weapons 
development program, had a design for a 
nuclear weapon and was working on five 
different methods of enriching uranium 
for a bomb.” Bush then uttered what have 
been called the “16 famous words,” in 
which he said Iraq could attack us not only 
with biological weapons such as anthrax, 
or chemical weapons such as mustard gas, 
but was actively pursuing the construction 
of atomic weapons: “The British govern- 
ment has learned that Saddam Hussein 
recently sought significant quantities of 
uranium from Africa.” So “the British 
government” gave the Bush administra- 
tion their intelligence about Saddam’s al- 
leged nuclear-weapons program. 


This fear — that Hussein was working with al-Qaeda and could 
strike America with either a nuclear weapon, a biological weapon, or 


chemical weapons — caused most Americans to accept the necessity 


of invading Iraq and effecting regime change. 
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Bush buttressed this chilling prospect 
with, “Our intelligence sources tell us that 
he has attempted to purchase high-strength 
aluminum tubes suitable for nuclear weap- 
ons production.” And just in case any mem- 
ber of Congress or American watching the 
address on TV missed the point, Bush 
added, “Before September 11, many in the 
world believed that Saddam Hussein could 
be contained.... Imagine those 19 hijackers 
with other weapons and other plans — this 
time armed by Saddam Hussein.” 

In a presentation to the UN Security 
Council on February 5, 2003, Secretary of 
State Colin Powell echoed some of Presi- 
dent Bush’s claims: “Our conservative 
estimate is that Iraq today has a stockpile 
of between 100 and 500 tons of chemical 
weapons agent. That is enough agent to fill 
16,000 battlefield rockets... Iraqi officials 
deny accusations of ties with al-Qaeda. 
These allegations are not credible.” How 
did Powell know this? He said his com- 
ments were not just “assertions,” but rather 
“facts and conclusions based on solid in- 
telligence.” In his presentation, Secretary 
Powell also agreed with President Bush’s 

statements on the Iraqi “nuclear 
weapons” program and their 
purchase of aluminum tubes: 
“Most U.S. experts think [the 
aluminum tubes] are intended to 
serve as rotors and centrifuges 
used to enrich uranium.” 
Regarding Saddam Hussein’s 
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ties to terrorism, Bush, in a February 6, 
2003 radio address, said: “Iraq has sent 
bomb-making and document forgery ex- 
perts to work with al-Qaeda. Iraq has also 
provided al-Qaeda with chemical and bio- 
logical weapons training. And an al-Qaeda 
operative was sent to Iraq several times in 
the late 1990s for help in acquiring poi- 
sons and gases. We also know that Iraq is 
harboring a terrorist network headed by a 
senior al-Qaeda terrorist planner. This net- 
work runs a poison and explosive training 
camp in northeast Iraq, and many of its 
leaders are known to be in Baghdad.” 

Then, in a February 8 radio address, 
Bush seemed to be sharing very specific 
intelligence when he said, “We have sourc- 
es that tell us Saddam Hussein recently 
authorized Iraqi field commanders to use 
chemical weapons — the very weapons the 
dictator tells us he does not have.” 

Clearly, Bush and Powell were assur- 
ing the American people that this troubling 
information came from intelligence, gath- 
ered by professionals inside the CIA and 
other such agencies. 

During a March 6, 2003 press confer- 
ence, Bush said, “Saddam Hussein and his 
weapons are a direct threat to this country, 
to our people, and to all free people... I will 
not leave the American people at the mercy 
of the Iraqi dictator and his weapons.” 
“Intelligence gathered by this and other 
governments leaves no doubt that the Iraq 
regime continues to possess and conceal 
some of the most lethal weapons ever de- 
vised.... The terrorist threat to America and 
the world will be diminished the moment 
that Saddam Hussein is disarmed,” Bush 
said in a March 17 address to the American 
public. And in a March 19 address to the 
nation on the eve of the war, Bush stated, 
“The people of the United States and our 
friends and allies will not live at the mercy 
of an outlaw regime that threatens the 
peace with weapons of mass murder.” 

On March 30, 2003 (10 days after the 
start of the Iraq War), Secretary of De- 
fense Donald Rumsfeld said on ABC’s 
This Week With George Stephanopolous, 
“The area ... that coalition forces control 
... happens not to be the area where weap- 
ons of mass destruction were dispersed. 
We know where they are. They’re in the 
area around Tikrit and Baghdad and east, 
west, south and north somewhat.” 

Rumsfeld’s bold assertion was a con- 
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tinuation of the repeated claims made by 
the Bush administration and the American 
intelligence community before the war. In 
fact, Rumsfeld himself said before the in- 
vasion, “No terrorist state poses a greater 
or more immediate threat to the security 
of our people than the regime of Saddam 
Hussein and Iraq.” 

This fear — that Hussein was working 
with al-Qaeda and could strike America 
with either a nuclear weapon, a biological 
weapon, or chemical weapons — caused 
most Americans to accept the necessity 
of invading Iraq and effecting regime 
change. Without this frightening prospect 
of Iraqi WMDs being used on America, 
most Americans would not have support- 
ed the 2003 invasion, and Congress would 
not have gone along. 


The Reality: No WMDs 

But after the invasion, which U.S. and co- 
alition forces won rather quickly, Ameri- 
cans waited in vain for the capture of these 
supposed large stockpiles of WMDs. No 
evidence was ever found that Iraq was 
even working on a bomb. Iraqi Air Force 
General Georges Sada, an Assyrian Chris- 
tian, wrote in his book Saddam's Secrets 
that while Iraq had a nuclear-weapons 


project at one time, “it was destroyed in 
1981” by an Israeli bombing raid and was 
never started back up again. 

Lieutenant General James Conway, the 
commander of the First Marine Expedi- 
tionary Force, told reporters after the war, 
“Tt was a surprise to me then, it remains a 
surprise to me now, that we have not un- 
covered weapons ... in some of the for- 
ward dispersal sites. Again, believe me, 
it’s not for lack of trying. We’ve been to 
virtually every ammunition supply point 
between the Kuwaiti border and Baghdad, 
but they’re simply not there.... We were 
simply wrong.” 

When Reuters interviewed America’s 
chief weapons inspector, David Kay, on 
January 23, 2004, Kay was asked, “What 
happened to the stockpiles of biological 
and chemical weapons that everyone ex- 
pected to be there?” 

“IT don’t think they existed,” Kay re- 
sponded. 

Eventually, Secretary Powell admitted 
he had been wrong about Iraq possess- 
ing WMDs, but said he believed they did 
— based upon what he thought was solid 
intelligence. 

For the next year, coalition forces 
searched for the stockpiles of WMDs 
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In it together: Bush found a strong ally for invading Iraq in British Prime Minister Tony Blair. 
Blair’s intelligence services provided Bush the rationale for the invasion — Iraq, supposedly, 
not only had biological and chemical weapons, but was seeking uranium out of Africa to make 


nuclear bombs. 
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Ina bipartisan report, with Republicans in the majority on the 


committee, the senators concluded that no evidence existed that 


there were any WMDs, nor was there any complicity of Saddam 


Hussein in the 9/11 attacks. 


and programs. The search was led by the 
CIA and investigators from the U.S. De- 
partment of Defense. The failure to find 
WMDs — the alleged presence of which 
was the ostensible cause of the war — led 
to the creation of a Senate Select Commit- 
tee on Intelligence, chaired by Senator Pat 
Roberts (R-Kan.). The committee prom- 
ised a “thorough and bipartisan review,” 
principally of two subjects: Iraq’s WMDs, 
and its alleged ties to terrorist groups. 

The committee also said it would exam- 
ine whether Hussein was a threat to “sta- 
bility and security in the region,” and his 
“repression of his own people.” 

Because of the insistence that Hussein 
possessed WMDs, and had ties to al-Qa- 
eda, both of which turned out be wrong, 
the committee would look into “the ob- 
jectivity, reasonableness, independence, 
and accuracy of the judgments reached by 
the intelligence community; whether those 
judgments were properly disseminated to 
policy makers in the Executive Branch and 
Congress; [and] whether any influence was 
brought to bear on anyone to shape their 


Two peas in a pod: Secretary of State Colin Powell and Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld 


analysis to support policy objectives.” 

Later, the committee expanded its probe 
to include other matters, including “the 
collection of intelligence on Iraq from the 
end of the Gulf War to the commencement 
of Operation Iraqi Freedom; whether pub- 
lic statements and reports and testimony 
regarding Iraq by U.S. Government offi- 
cials made between the Gulf War period 
and the commencement of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom were substantiated by intelli- 
gence information; [and] the postwar finds 
about Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction 
and weapons programs and links to terror- 
ism and how they compare with prewar 
assessments.” 

The committee staff reviewed more than 
30,000 pages of documentation provided 
by the intelligence community, but were de- 
nied copies of the President’s Daily Briefs 
(PDBs) that dealt with Iraq’s WMDs and 
its supposed ties to terrorists. But journal- 
ist Murray Waas has written that the PDB 
for September 21, 2001, only 10 days after 
the 9/11 attacks, said the U.S. intelligence 
community had found “no evidence” that 


both told Americans that Iraq was a grave threat to the United States, insisting that the lraqi 


regime possessed large quantities of WMDs. 
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Hussein had anything to do with the attack, 
and only “scant credible evidence” that he 
had any significant ties with al-Qaeda. 

Much of the committee’s 511-page re- 
port focused on the October 2002 classi- 
fied National Intelligence Estimate (NIE), 
entitled Iraq's Continuing Programs for 
Weapons of Mass Destruction. Its conclu- 
sions were very uncomplimentary: “Most 
of the major key judgments in the Intelli- 
gence Community’s October 2002 Nation- 
al Intelligence Estimate (NIE), Iraq’s Con- 
tinuing Programs for Weapons of Mass 
Destruction, either overstated, or were not 
supported by, the underlying intelligence 
gathering. A series of failures, particularly 
in analytic trade craft, led to the mischar- 
acterization of the intelligence.” 

In specific comments about the sup- 
posed domestic nuclear program, the 
committee concentrated on the intel- 
ligence work in early 2001, examining 
the attempts by Iraq to purchase 60,000 
high-strength aluminum tubes. While the 
CIA had allegedly led Secretary Powell 
to believe these tubes were for the con- 
struction of centrifuges for a uranium- 
enrichment program, analysts for both 
the Department of Energy and the De- 
partment of Defense argued that was un- 
likely. In fact, the committee concluded 
that “much of the information provided 
or cleared by the Central Intelligence 
Agency for inclusion in Secretary Pow- 
ell’s speech [to the UN] was overstated, 
misleading, or incorrect.” 

Senator Roberts later told NBC’s Tim 
Russert that the U.S. government had used 
an alcoholic who was “utterly useless as a 
source” for their conclusion that Iraq had 
biological weapons. Roberts added that be- 
fore the war, a Defense Department analyst 
contacted the CIA with his concern over 
this source, an Iraqi defector code-named 
“Curveball.” The CIA responded, “Let’s 
keep in mind the fact that this war’s going to 
happen regardless of what Curve Ball said 
or didn’t say. The Powers That Be probably 
aren’t terribly interested in whether Curve 
Ball knows what he’s talking about.” 


How the Intelligence 

Failure Happened 

In a bipartisan report, with Republicans in 
the majority on the committee, the sena- 
tors concluded that no evidence existed that 
there were any WMDs, nor was there any 
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complicity of Saddam Hussein in the 9/11 
attacks. But, the committee said, after 9/11, 
“analysts were under tremendous pressure 
to make correct assessments, to avoid miss- 
ing a credible threat, and to avoid an intel- 
ligence failure on the scale of 9/11.” 

CIA Director George Tenet later la- 
mented, when it became obvious that 
no such effort to obtain uranium from 
Africa had ever been attempted by Iraq, 
that Bush’s infamous “16 words” “should 
never have been included in the text writ- 
ten for the president.” But they were 
added, and Tenet took responsibility in a 
July 11, 2003 statement: “I am responsible 
for the approval process in my Agency,” 
Tenet said. He defended Bush in speaking 
those words, however, because “the Presi- 
dent had every reason to believe that the 
text presented to him was sound.” 

Later in his statement, Tenet made an 
effort to offer an explanation: “There was 
fragmentary intelligence gathered in late 
2001 and early 2002 on the allegations 
of Saddam’s efforts to obtain additional 
raw uranium from Africa, beyond the 550 
metric tons already in Iraq. In an effort 
to inquire about certain reports involving 
Niger, CIA’s counter-proliferation experts, 
on their own initiative, asked an individual 
with ties to the region to make a visit to 
see what he could learn. He reported back 
to us that one of the former Nigerian offi- 
cials he met stated that he was unaware of 
any contract being signed between Niger 
and rogue states for the sale of uranium 
during his tenure in office. The same for- 
mer Official also said that in June 1999 a 
businessman approached him and insisted 
that the former official meet with an Iraqi 
delegation to discuss ‘expanding commer- 
cial relations’ between Iraq and Niger. The 
former official interpreted the overture as 
an attempt to discuss uranium sales. The 
former official also offered details regard- 
ing Niger’s processes for monitoring and 
transporting uranium that suggested it 
would be very unlikely that the material 
could be illicitly diverted.” 

As aresult of this report, Tenet believed 
it “did not resolve whether Iraq was or was 
not seeking uranium from abroad, it was 
given a normal and wide distribution, but 
we did not brief it to the President, Vice- 
President or other senior Administration 
officials. We also had to consider that the 
former Nigerian officials knew that what 
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No “smoking gun”: U.S. intelligence agencies insisted that Iraq had large stockpiles of WMDs, but 
despite the assurances of President Bush and others in his administration, this turned out to be wrong. 


they were saying would reach the U.S. 
government and that this might have in- 
fluenced what they said.” 

So in the fall of 2002, Tenet did not 
include the uranium acquisition story in 
his briefings for “hundreds of members of 
Congress” on the situation in Iraq. 

Then “our British colleagues told us they 
were planning to publish an unclassified 
dossier that mentioned reports of Iraqi at- 
tempts to obtain uranium in Africa. Because 
we viewed the reporting on such acquisition 
attempts to be inconclusive, we expressed 
reservations about its inclusion, but our 
[British] colleagues said they were confi- 
dent in their reports.” (Emphasis added.) 

Tenet said that senior intelligence offi- 
cials told members of Congress that the 
CIA differed with the British on the “reli- 
ability” of the uranium reporting. 

In fact, according to Tenet, the State 
Department’s Bureau of Intelligence and 
Research included a sentence that stated, 
“Finally, the claims of Iraqi pursuit of 
natural uranium in Africa are, in INR’s as- 
sessment, highly dubious.” 

Because of this, nothing was said on the 
issue in many public speeches, congression- 
al testimony, or the presentation of Secre- 
tary Powell. Yet, the 16 words still made it 
into the State of the Union message. 

“Portions of the State of the Union 


speech draft came to the CIA for comment 
shortly before the speech was given,” 
Tenet said. “Various parts were shared 
with cognizant elements of the Agency for 
review.” Several “concerns” were raised 
about the 16 words. But, “Agency officials 
in the end concurred that the text in the 
speech was factually correct — i.e. that the 
British government report said that Iraq 
sought uranium from Africa.” 

Tenet concluded, “This should not have 
been the test for clearing a Presidential ad- 
dress. This did not rise to the level of cer- 
tainty which should be required for Presi- 
dential speeches, and [the] CIA should 
have ensured that it was removed.” 


Changing the Story 
In the face of mounting evidence that 
America had not gone to war out of concern 
that Saddam Hussein had links to al-Qaeda, 
possessed stockpiles of WMDs, and was 
even attempting to build atomic weapons, 
Secretary Powell admitted, “I don’t know,” 
to a question in 2004 from the Washington 
Post as to whether he would have recom- 
mended the invasion of Iraq. “I don’t know, 
because it was the stockpile that presented 
the final little piece that made it more of 
a real and present danger and threat to the 
region and to the world.” 

This failure to find WMDs left the Bush 
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From bad to worse: Saddam Hussein was certainly a dictator, but his fall created a vacuum in the 
region, filled by al-Qaeda, ISIS, and Iran. We are still feeling the effects of the decision — backed 
by “intelligence” — to go to war. 


administration scrambling for an explana- 
tion. One tactic used was to shift from the 
argument made before the war that Hus- 
sein had massive stockpiles of weapons to 
arguing that he had “programs” to produce 
such weapons. Bush even resorted to not- 
ing that American forces had discovered 
two “mobile” labs that he claimed could 
be used to “build biological weapons.” 
Note not that the Iraqis were building 
them, but they could. 

Even this explanation proved to be a 
failure, however. Weapons inspector Kay 
concluded that no evidence existed that 
the two tractor-trailers had ever been used 
to produce biological weapons. “Techni- 
cal limitations would prevent any of these 
processes from being ideally suited to 
these trailers.” It was finally concluded by 
the Defense Intelligence Agency that the 
two mysterious trailers were used to pro- 
duce hydrogen for weather balloons. 

When challenged, Bush lamely re- 
sponded, “I mean, Iraq had a weapons pro- 
gram. Intelligence throughout the decade 
showed they had a weapons program.” 

In an enlightening interview with ABC’s 
Diane Sawyer on December 16, 2003, 
Bush asked, “What’s the difference?” in 
response to Sawyer’s asking him about his 
prior insistence that Hussein already had 
WMDs, rather than that he could “move to 
acquire those weapons.” Bush added, “The 
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possibility that he could acquire weapons. 
If he were to acquire weapons, he would 
be the danger.” (Emphasis added.) 

“What’s the difference?” Put another 
way, would the American people have 
been persuaded to support going to 
war against Iraq if the administration’s 
pre-war claim was merely that Hussein 
“could acquire weapons”? But the admin- 
istration said much more than that, and 
it did so to build support for launching 
an offensive war against a country that 
had not attacked us. In an amazing admis- 
sion to Vanity Fair shortly after the war’s 
conclusion, Deputy Secretary of Defense 
Paul Wolfowitz said, “We settled on the 
one issue that everyone could agree on 
which was the weapons of mass destruc- 
tion as the core reason.” 

This moving target of why the Bush ad- 
ministration took the nation to war in 2003 
raises an obvious question. If the question 
of WMDs in Iraq’s possession was, at best, 
only a secondary reason for going to war, 
and at worst, a subterfuge, then what was 
the real reason for going to war? 


Empowering the UN 

Perhaps an important clue lies in the state- 
ments of Bush’s father, who spoke glow- 
ingly of the 1991 Persian Gulf War as a 
building block for “New World Order.” 
Certainly, the United States could not be 
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expected to achieve this grandiose scheme 
by itself. Even before the 2003 Iraq War, 
while President George W. Bush was ex- 
pressing grave concerns about WMDs, he 
also made references to strengthening the 
United Nations. 

“America will be making only one 
determination: is Iraq meeting the terms 
of the [UN] Security Council Resolution 
[1441, which ordered Hussein to disarm] 
or not?... If Iraq fails to comply, the Unit- 
ed States and other nations will disarm 
Saddam Hussein.” 

In an address to the UN General As- 
sembly before the war, Bush said, “All the 
world now faces a test, and the United Na- 
tions a difficult and defining moment. Are 
Security Council resolutions to be hon- 
ored and enforced, or cast aside?” Then, 
in a speech in South Dakota, Bush said, “I 
want the United Nations to be effective... 
It makes sense for there to be an interna- 
tional body that has got the backbone and 
the capacity to help keep the peace.... The 
message to the world is that we want the 
UN to succeed.” 

But Americans were told that we had to 
invade Iraq because of Iraq’s ties to terror- 
ism and its stockpiles of WMDs, and that 
this was based upon “solid intelligence.” 
Americans were fed a steady diet of incom- 
plete, inaccurate, and sometimes blatantly 
false information in the lead-up the war. 

One could argue that this false infor- 
mation was incompetency, or one could 
argue that it was intentionally duplicitous. 
Certainly there is evidence supporting the 
latter, such as the administration pointing 
to British intelligence in the famous “16 
words” in Bush’s 2003 State of the Union 
Address if U.S. intelligence did not draw 
the same conclusion, and also redefining 
the reputed WMDs as merely programs to 
make WMDs, as if there’s no difference be- 
tween the two. But regardless if one con- 
cludes that it was incompetence or duplicity 
or some of both, it is uncontestable that the 
American president got the “findings” he 
wanted from the intelligence community 
and that these findings were false. 

So when President Obama and a com- 
pliant intelligence community told us 
that the Russians “hacked” an American 
election in order to elect Trump over 
Clinton, the disturbing history of Iraq 
War intelligence justified a healthy dose 
of skepticism. Hi 
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It’s a Small World After All 


The Zampa Bay Times reported on Janu- 
ary 26 about a masked man who was 
shot while trying to rob a convenience 
store. The paper reported that 30-year- 
old Christopher Lilly walked into a con- 
venience store in Lutz, Florida, wear- 
ing a black mask and holding a gun. He 
demanded money from the store clerk. 
Lilly then forced both the clerk and a 
customer who was in the store at the time 
at gunpoint to enter the walk-in cooler. 
Once the two men were in the cooler, 
Lilly returned to the store to rummage 
through the cash register. While in the 
cooler, the customer, who had a permit 
to carry a concealed weapon, revealed 
to the clerk that he had a gun on him 
and offered to let the clerk use it to deal 
with the armed robber. The clerk took 
the weapon and snuck out of the cooler, 
and he confronted Lilly. The clerk fired a 
warning shot at Lilly, who was so startled 
that he dropped his gun. Once Lilly was 
unarmed, both the clerk and the custom- 
er rushed him and began wrestling with 
him in an effort to subdue him. As the 
men struggled on the floor of the scene, 
Lilly made an effort to grab his dropped 
gun. The customer witnessed this and re- 
trieved the firearm that he had lent to the 
clerk. When the assailant refused to stop 
his struggle, the customer fired at Lilly, 
hitting him in the thigh. 

Police were called to the scene by a 
passerby who heard the shots, and Lilly 
was apprehended as he tried running 
from the store. The biggest surprise of 
the whole ordeal was when Lilly was un- 
masked; the convenience store customer 
recognized him as a former employee 
of a landscaping business that the cus- 
tomer owns. Lilly was taken to a nearby 
medical facility for treatment for non- 
life threatening wounds to his leg. Once 
he was released, Lilly was charged with 
armed robbery and aggravated assault 
with a deadly weapon. 

Pasco County Sheriff’s spokesman 
Kevin Doll told the Tampa Bay Times 
that the customer expressed remorse 
over being forced to shoot a former em- 
ployee. “[He] feels bad he had to shoot 
somebody he knew,” Doll said. “[The 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ “REE, Eee. 


customer] definitely stopped the crime 
from being committed and may have 
saved someone’s life.... Preliminary in- 
formation indicates he exercised his right 
with a concealed weapons permit — he 
was in accordance with the law in what 
happened.” 

Authorities say the customer’s actions 
were most likely justified, and they have 
no plans to charge him with anything re- 
lated to his actions in the case. 


Retired FBI Agent 


Shoots Intruder 


WBAL-TV 11 News reported on Febru- 
ary 2 about an intruder who picked the 
wrong home for a break-in. The inci- 
dent unfolded around 8 a.m. in Lothian, 
Maryland, where an intruder broke in 
to a house and was confronted by the 
homeowners. The husband and his wife 
ordered the intruder to halt. The hus- 
band, who was later revealed to be a 
retired FBI agent, was armed and told 
the suspect to comply with his orders or 
be shot. The suspect allegedly refused, 
and the homeowner shot him. Despite 
his serious wounds, the suspect grabbed 
some metal that was lying nearby and 
began fighting with the homeowner. The 
intruder’s attack came to an end when 
the homeowner shot him in the head. 
Despite suffering a head wound, the 
injured suspect fled the scene, but col- 
lapsed 300 yards away in a neighbor’s 
yard. The suspect, who was known to 
local authorities for being involved with 
similar break-ins in the area, was airlift- 
ed to a nearby hospital for treatment and 
is expected to survive. 

Anne Arundel County police spokes- 
man Mark Limansky told WBAL-TV 
11 News, “The last thing you’d expect 
at eight o’clock in the morning is some- 
body to be barging into your home, forc- 
ing you into a situation where you have 
to protect yourself.” Limansky said that 
the intruder violently resisted after being 
shot once, which resulted in him being 
shot a second time. “He resisted, at which 
time the male homeowner shot the indi- 
vidual. That didn’t do the trick, and the 


individual obtained a piece of metal and 
came at the homeowner a second time, 
who then shot him in the head with his 
handgun.” 

Neighbor David Lane expressed grati- 
tude for his neighbor’s brave actions in 
confronting the burglar. “He defended 
his home. Apparently, the person broke 
into the home and was threatening, and 
he was able to defend himself... I’m glad 
that my neighbor’s OK.” 


Off-duty Cop 
Shoots Burglar 


In a similar story, KRON4.com reported 
out of San Francisco on February | about 
an intruder who also chose poorly when 
he selected his planned victim. In that 
case, a would-be burglar tried breaking in 
to the house of an off-duty Contra Costa 
County sheriff’s deputy in Alameda, Cal- 
ifornia. The deputy was asleep when the 
man tried breaking in but was alerted by 
the sound of breaking glass. The deputy, 
who kept his service revolver nearby, 
quickly jumped out of bed and armed 
himself. The incident ended as quickly 
as it began when the deputy fired at the 
burglar, hitting him several times. The 
wounded suspect tried to flee, but col- 
lapsed outside the house, where his life- 
less body was discovered by authorities 
who soon arrived on the scene. 

Owing to the fact that it was an offi- 
cer-involved shooting, witnesses say the 
police converged on the scene. Details 
of the shooting were still being released 
as of the time of this writing, but police 
believe the actions taken by the deputy 
were justified. 

ABC7 News interviewed a neigh- 
bor, who said that he “heard a series of 
gunshots, and then there was a pause 
and more gunshots and yelling.” Other 
neighbors told ABC7 News about the ac- 
tions taken by emergency medical tech- 
nicians who tried reviving the suspect to 
no avail. “He wasn’t moving at all. Next 
thing we knew they were taking him 
away in an ambulance,” neighbor David 
Hoie said. Mf 

— PATRICK KREY 
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ObamaCare Needs to Be 
Deep-sixed, Not “Fixed” 


ITEM: “Some Republicans in Congress,” 
notes an article on Bloomberg.com for 
February 1, 2017, written by Anna Edney, 
Billy House, and Zachary Tracer, “are 
starting to talk more about trying to ‘re- 
pair’ Obamacare, rather than simply call- 
ing for ‘repeal and replace.’”’ 

The article noted that Republicans 
had proposed amendments “to shore up 
Obamacare” to be discussed at a hearing 
that week. 

Steve Beshear, the former Democrat- 

ic governor of Kentucky, was to play 
the “role of the ACA’s defender” at the 
hearing. “Beshear, who implemented the 
state's Obamacare rollout and expansion 
of Medicaid, will put the stakes in stark 
terms. ‘The ACA has saved lives, led mil- 
lions to gain coverage, and benefited 
every American,’ according to his pre- 
pared remarks. ‘Repeal without a broad, 
comprehensive replacement will cause 
millions to lose their insurance, and many 
will die.’” 
Item: Many Republican lawmakers, re- 
ported the Wall Street Journal on Feb- 
ruary 3, “say they are now considering 
moves to retain and prop up important 
parts” of ObamaCare while “they con- 
sider larger changes.” 

“Echoing that step, many Republicans 
on Capitol Hill are calling for steadying 
that corner of the health-care market, 
where individuals go to obtain individual 
insurance and find out their eligibility for 
subsidies. Republicans are acknowledg- 
ing that knocking down the law is more 
difficult than anticipated, and there is a 
desire not to have the markets unravel too 
quickly, which could create political re- 
percussions for the GOP.” 

Item: Vermont Senator Bernie Sanders 
commented in a Tweet on January 12, 
2017: “As Republicans try to repeal the 
Affordable Care Act, they should be re- 
minded every day that 36,000 people will 
die yearly as a result.” 

CORRECTION: One gets a sense of why 
it is difficult to cut even a defective “en- 
titlement” when its supporters will label 
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ObamaCare failures across the spectrum: ObamaCare has not covered all or even most of the 
uninsured, it has dramatically raised health-insurance costs, and it is leading to less access to 
care, yet Republicans are kowtowing to the little pressure there is to not repeal it in full. 


you a mass murderer if you try to wind 
it down, and even its opponents appear 
unwilling to withstand the political heat 
it will take to end it. 

This phenomenon is why socialist-lean- 
ing politicians with long-term vision are 
willing to start small to gain dependents. For 
statists, the first job is to hook Americans, 
much as illegal drug-dealers hook people 
on their product. It doesn’t take long before 
even a disastrous and disliked program such 
as ObamaCare, with all its faults, seems de- 
sirable when repeal is in the wind. 

Backing away slowly, as some on Capi- 
tol Hill are now advocating, is not with- 
out pain. Withdrawal is like that. A recent 
Congressional Budget Office report ex- 
amined a partial-repeal approach similar 
to what is now being broached by some 
Republicans. Employing such a strategy in 
the face of the existing ObamaCare regu- 
lations, as recounted by Michael Cannon 
in The Hill, 


would cause premiums to rise an 
additional 20-25 percent next year 
and to double over the next decade. 
The regulations would cause health 
insurance markets to collapse, such 
that ten percent of Americans would 
not be able to purchase coverage 


at any price. All told, partial repeal 
would leave uninsured nine million 
Americans who would have insur- 
ance under full repeal. 

Those costs would be due to 
ObamaCare itself, not a partial-repeal 
bill. ObamaCare architect Jonathan 
Gruber [has explained that] Obama- 
Care’s mandates and subsidies exist 
to hide the costs of the law’s health- 
insurance regulations. Repealing 
them merely makes those stagger- 
ing costs transparent. Nevertheless, 
the public would blame Republicans 
for failing to repeal those regulations 
when they had the chance. 


Meanwhile, there are a number of pseudo- 
scientific claims that allege that thousands 
of bodies will pile up annually if Obama- 
Care is repealed. That Bernie Sanders 
claim of 36,000 deaths each year, cited 
above, was derived in part from the left- 
wing ThinkProgress website and proved 
to be too spurious even for the decid- 
edly non-conservative “Fact Checker” at 
the Washington Post. It leans on dubious 
claims, fishy extrapolations, and worst- 
case conjectures, among other question- 
able techniques. As “Fact Checker” Glenn 
Kessler observed, Sanders Tweeted 
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as a definite fact an estimate that 
a) assumes Republicans will gut 
Obamacare without a replacement 
b) assumes the worst possible impact 
from that policy and c) assumes that 
data derived from the Massachusetts 
experience can be applied across the 
United States. 

Those are three very big assump- 
tions. Take away any one of them, 
and Sanders’s claim that repeal of the 
law will cause 36,000 people to die a 
year falls apart. 

Ordinarily, this sort of fuzzy math 
would be worthy of at least Three Pi- 
nocchios. But ThinkProgress, in cal- 
culating the number, at least said this 
many people “could” die. Sanders 
instead stated it as a definitive fact 
— that 36,000 will die. That tips this 
claim into Four-Pinocchio territory. 


That’s about par for the course for Bernie. 

Let’s not forget the problems created 
and/or exacerbated by ObamaCare. Insur- 
ance premiums in some states have been 
experiencing double-digit increases, com- 
panies have lost tens of millions of dollars 
because of the act, and the losses for some 
insurers have been large enough that they 
were forced out of the business. 
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A study published last year by the Heri- 
tage Foundation after the program’s sixth 
year details how matters have been getting 
worse. As shown in the “Backgrounder”: 

* Despite President Obama’s repeated 
promises, rising insurance costs under the 
Affordable Care Act (ACA) are still bur- 
dening businesses; 

¢ The ACA reduced insurance compe- 
tition and had a negative impact on job 
growth; 

¢ The overall health care cost curve is 
still “bending” upward, not downward as 
advocates promised; 

* ObamaCare has been imposing major 
tax increases on America’s middle class; 
and 

¢ The ACA has been forcing Americans 
to violate their conscience by funding 
abortion through their tax dollars. 

Robert Moffit, a senior fellow in the 
Center for Health Policy Studies at the 
foundation, was on target in his conclusion 
that the ACA is “ripe for repeal.” For the 
U.S. public at large, as he noted, there are 
many reasons for dissatisfaction, including: 


higher costs; arbitrary and sometimes 
absurd rulemaking; bureaucratization 
of an already overly bureaucratized 
sector of the economy; incompatibili- 


ty with personal freedom and religious 
liberty; enormous spending and heavy 
taxation; and widely acknowledged 
design flaws, evident in the ACA’s 
hopelessly complex and unworkable 
subsidy schemes, boondoggle bail- 
outs, and collapsing co-ops. 

For many Americans, opposition to 
the ACA is rightly rooted in their re- 
jection of the tacit assumption under- 
lying its centralized architecture: that 
the political class possesses the wit and 
wisdom to restrain, guide, and direct 
this enormously complex and dynamic 
sector of the American economy. 


To repeal ACA would certainly have a 
considerable impact, though it would not 
be the death sentence alleged by many 
scaremongers. After all, most Americans 
who wound up as newly insured under the 
ACA were enrolled under Medicaid — a 
welfare program that is not going to disap- 
pear anytime soon. 

Recent testimony before the House 
Budget Committee, using preliminary fig- 
ures for last year, revealed that between 
2014 and 2016 the net increase in the num- 
bers for health insurance enrollment was 
16.5 million. Of that figure, about 13.8 
million were added to Medicaid and 2.7 
million were the net increase in private- 
sector coverage enrollment. 

Without ObamaCare would there be 
hard cases? Sure. But it is difficult to 
imagine a replacement plan that does 
not deal with, for example, those with 
conditions that would not be insurable 
otherwise. Writing in the New York Post, 
Michael Tanner of the Cato Institute sug- 
gests an answer in such a situation. As 
he says: 


The only workable answer is to take 
otherwise uninsurable people out of 
the traditional insurance market alto- 
gether and subsidize their coverage 
separately. 

This may be done through the ex- 
pansion and subsidy of state high-risk 
pools, much the way states handle 
auto insurance for high-risk drivers. 
Or sick individuals may be taken out 
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Pretending to be dynamic: ObamaCare has been sold since its inception as a new, innovative, and 
inexpensive way to provide health insurance — wrong on every count. From the very beginning, it 
has been stale, plodding, and expensive. Premiums even rose for those who received subsidies. 


of the insurance system altogether, 
with their health care paid for through 
a reformed Medicaid program. 

However these changes play out, 
it’s important to realize that no one is 
going to have their health insurance 
suddenly snatched away. Some peo- 
ple may have to get their health care 
in different ways, and some, who can 
afford it, may have to pay more. 

But the predictions that replac- 
ing ObamaCare will mean uninsured 
Americans dropping dead in the street 
are worth little more than fake news. 


Yet lawmakers don’t want to be blamed 
for the ills that might ensue following a 
“fixed” or “repaired” ObamaCare — so 
called TrumpCare, or whatever. Most are 
concerned about employment — their own. 

Capitol Hill is abuzz about the proper 
“messaging” needed to convince the pub- 
lic that the goal is not to “repeal” Obama- 
Care, but rather to “fix” it. The end result 
is something that is already being termed 
“ObamaCare-lite.” 

Does this sound like a solution? Dear 
Focus Group, how does this grab you? 
“We will bleed you more slowly than the 
other guys will.” 

Somehow, that doesn’t seem to be 
a tempting and winning message. You 
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should be able to do better than that when 
ObamaCare-heavy is your target. After 
all, here is a program that is going to cost 
American businesses an estimated $52 
billion in new taxes over a decade, is re- 
quiring at least $716 billion in Medicare 
reductions, and is expected to cost $2.6 
trillion to implement through 2022. 

An experienced Washington figure, 
albeit one no longer in office, is former 
Texas Republican Senator Phil Gramm. 
He warns that if the Republicans attempt 
to “fix” all the problems with the ACA, it 
will just get worse — and then they will 
garner the blame. Gramm, the former 
chairman of the Senate Banking Commit- 
tee, speaks from some experience. 

Meanwhile, the act’s ramifications are 
hurting people both in and out of Obama- 
Care. There are at least 10 million Ameri- 
cans, according to the Center for Health 
Policy Studies, who are in the individual 
market and do not receive taxpayer sub- 
sidies via ObamaCare for their insurance 
— but who are still being clobbered with 
massive premium increases. Also on the 
hook for escalating premium hikes are the 
15 million or so in small-group markets 
— the employers and employees of small 
businesses. 

The best option for the Republicans in 
Congress, as Gramm wrote recently, is to 
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permit those who see the ACA as “a bad 
deal for their families to leave the pro- 
gram and buy health insurance in the pri- 
vate market, independent of ObamaCare’s 
constraints. As younger, healthier families 
obtain lower premiums by fleeing Obama- 
Care, those who remain in the program 
would be forced to pay a larger share of 
the cost of the benefits they receive.” 

He compared the situation to the 1990 
repeal of the Medicare Catastrophic Act of 
1989. That act, as Gramm noted, 


was overwhelmingly repealed with 
no grief or attempt at resuscitation. 
It died from the rarest of government 
diseases: honesty. Because it became 
law during the Gramm-Rudman era 
of budgetary discipline, the supple- 
ment to Medicare had to be fully paid 
for. President Reagan further insisted 
that those who benefited should pay 
for the program. When the beneficia- 
ries had to pay for what they were 
getting, they revolted — literally 
chasing the House Ways and Means 
Committee chairman, Dan Rosten- 
kowski, down a Chicago street. 


The senator was not exaggerating about 
that incident involving “Rosty” being hunt- 
ed down by irate seniors. It was a sight to 
see. “Eventually,” as the Chicago Tribune 
reported at the time, “the 6-foot-4-inch Ro- 
stenkowski cut through a gas station, broke 
into a sprint and escaped into his car.” 

Gramm further predicted, in a piece in 
the Wall Street Journal on February 2, that 
as the supposed beneficiaries find them- 
selves paying an 


ever increasing share of the cost of 
the benefits they receive, support for 
ObamaCare will plummet and Dem- 
ocrats will have a strong incentive to 
negotiate a replacement. 


Back when Rosty was trying to stay ahead 
of his pursuers, he was heard to complain: 
“These people don’t understand what the 
government is trying to do for them.” Or 
perhaps they knew all too well. Hl 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY ALEX NEWMAN 


Global Effort Launched to “Repeal and Replace” UN 


global effort dubbed 
“Covenant of Demo- 
cratic Nations” is 


working to abolish the United 
Nations, widely ridiculed as 
the “dictators club,” and re- 
place it with an international 
forum open exclusively to 
free and democratic nations. 
Basically, it is a “repeal and 
replace” campaign to pro- 
tect the world from the UN 
and its increasingly vicious 
attacks on freedom and self- 
government. 

With the dictator-domi- 
nated UN becoming increas- 
ingly and openly hostile to freedom, borders, and self-govern- 
ment — not to mention the perpetual UN scandals, the regular 
rape of children by UN “peace” troops, the retaliation against 
whistleblowers, and other horrors — the broader movement to 
protect humanity and liberty from the UN has been growing 
for decades. 

The Covenant of Democratic Nations held its “Global 
Launch” event January 23 on Capitol Hill. “The League of 
Nations outlived its usefulness during the Hitler regime,” read 
the invitation for the confab, held at the Rayburn House Office 
Building. “After the War, the League was replaced by the United 
Nations. Now the United Nations has outlived its usefulness and 
must be replaced with a new international body, one comprised 
solely of those nations governed by democratic principles, de- 
voted to genuine democracy, equality, and peaceful relations 
throughout the world.” 

Among those in attendance at the “Global Launch” in Wash- 
ington, D.C., was Representative Trent Franks (R-Ariz.). “This 
is a critically important issue,” he explained. “The United Na- 
tions started out with a noble charter ... but the United Nations 
has not only failed their charter, they have distinctly moved in 
the opposite direction and done actual harm. They have become 
an anti-American, anti-Semitic, anti-democratic, anti-freedom 
mob. We need some type of alternative — a Covenant of Demo- 
cratic Nations. We need to repeal and replace.” 

Follow-up events have been or will be held in New York, 
Palm Beach, San Francisco, Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney, 
Los Angeles, Detroit, and other major cities. A number of ad- 
ditional speakers and panelists have made appearances at the 
subsequent events. 

Lawmakers in other liberty-minded Western nations have also 
joined the bandwagon. Australian Senator Malcolm Roberts 
with the anti-globalist One Nation party, for example, said the 
UN was also a threat to his country. “This much is quite clear,” 
he said. “Australia’s values and way of life are also at risk from 
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insidious institutions such as 
the unelected swill that is the 
United Nations. Action needs 
to be taken.” He facilitated an 
event by the anti-UN group at 
the Australian Parliament. 

Much of the rhetoric of 
the Covenant of Demo- 
cratic Nations campaign has 
touted “democracy” as the 
ideal to be pursued and the 
requirement for admission. 
The founders of the United 
States, though, explicitly re- 
jected pure democracy as an 
unstable and dangerous sys- 
tem of government in which 
individual rights would not be adequately protected. Instead, 
they decided to establish a constitutional republic, governed by 
the rule of law and democratically elected representatives, in 
which the God-given rights of individuals would be protected. 

It appears, though, that rather than “democracy” per se, the 
individuals behind the Covenant of Democratic Nations hope 
to impose admissibility requirements such as self-government 
and elected leadership. On the other hand, membership would 
be closed to dictatorships and unfree regimes, which are wel- 
come in the UN and even dominate its discredited UN “Human 
Rights Council.” 

Separately, a group of liberty-minded U.S. lawmakers is 
working to have the U.S. government completely withdraw 
from the UN. The legislation, known as the American Sover- 
eignty Restoration Act (H.R. 193), would also evict the UN from 
U.S. soil while ending American support for the global outfit 
and all of its agencies. Representative Franks of Arizona, who 
joined the Covenant of Democratic Nations campaign, is not 
yet a cosponsor of H.R. 193. His office did not have a formal 
response by press time. 

As it becomes clear to more and more people around the 
world that the UN is not compatible with freedom or self-gov- 
ernment, many more ideas for “replacing” the UN will undoubt- 
edly emerge. Whether the Covenant of Democratic Nations is 
the right solution to protecting humanity from the out-of-control 
UN remains to be seen. Many critics of the UN — very much 
including The John Birch Society, the parent organization of 
THE NEW AMERICAN — argue that the United Nations should 
be abolished and replaced with nothing. And considering the 
fact that globalists on both sides of the political spectrum have 
proposed similar schemes for “entangling alliances,” a skep- 
tical eye is certainly justified. However, simply by advancing 
the global conversation on the threat posed by the UN dictators 
club, the latest campaign to abolish it is performing a valuable 
service for humanity and liberty. Ml 
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Crimes of the Educators 

Crimes of the Educators reveals how the architects of America’s public- 
school disaster implemented a plan to socialize the United States by 
knowingly and willingly dumbing down the population. (2015, 368pp, 
hb, $26.95) BKCE 


Common Ground on Common Core 
Ideologically diverse top education activists and experts come togeth- 
er within the pages of a single volume, edited by Kirsten Lombard, to 
speak out against the Common Core State Standards. (2014, 436pp, 
pb, $20.95) BKCGCC 


None Dare Call It Education 

What’s happening to our schools and to our children? Find out in 
John A. Stormer’s documented account of how education “reforms” 
are undermining academics and traditional values. (1998, 266pp, pb, 
$4.95) BKNDCE 
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Webster 1828 American 


Dictionary of the English Language 

Noah Webster's 1828 Dictionary defines words according to their meaning 
during the founding generation. Many definitions contain Scripture references 
and excerpts of Bible verses. ($69.95) BKD1828 


Dangers and Threats: Common Core 

This video tells how a federal scheme to control schools’ curricula was rolled 
out without fanfare or opposition, though it generally lowers education stan- 
dards and morals for kids. 

Sleeved DVD (2013, 70min, 1-10/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDDATCC 

Cased DVD (2013, 70min, 1-9/$5.95; 10-24/$4.95; 25-49/$3.95; 
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